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Official transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of: The 
United States of America, the French Re- 
public, the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland, and the Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republics, against Hermann 
Wilhelm Goering, et al, Defendants, sitting 
at Nurnberg, Germany, on 9 April, 1946, 1000- 
1245, Lord Justice Lawrence presiding. 


THE PRESIDENT: Yes, Dr. Dix, 

HANS HEINRICH LA MERS resuned, 

CROSS-EX/MINATION -- continued, 

BY Dr. DIX: 

Q Witness, it has been pointed « ut that I was putting my questions too 
soon after your answers and that you wre replying to my questions too quickly. 

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: I should like to take up a mtter before the 

amination of the witnesses, if I may ask the indulgence of the Tribunal. 

I recret to say that this matter of printing documents has proceeded in 
its abuses to such an extent that I must close the docwaent poom to printing 
documents tor German counsel. Now, that is a drastic step but I know of nothing 
less that I con œ and I submit the situation to the Tribunal, 

have received from the L Secretary's Office an order to print and 
have printed a document beok number one for Rosenberg. That document book does 
not contain one item in its 107 jx ; that by any stretch of the imagination 
ean be relevart to this proceedin:. It is violent anti-semitism and the 


United States simply cannot be pub in the position even at the order, whieh I 
hovo no doubt vas an ill-considered one, of the Secretary of the Tribunal to 


as just plsi» anti-semitism and that is what 


ocument 18, Now, I ask you to consider what it is. 


I should say it consists of tuo kinds of thins, enti-semitism and what I 
l, with the greatest respect to those wm think otherwise, rubbish and 
ils is an exanple of the rubbish we are required to print at the expense of 
the United States and I sinply eannot sit silent any longer. 
"The Philosc, ie methods suited to bourgeois society is a critical one, 


Mh. 
ae 


2t holds true in < sitive as well zt i 
5 true in a positive as well as a negative sense, The rule by the 


sur al v A Fe n] Pe y ; ` f ir ` 
purely rational form, the subjegation of nature, the frecing of the 


autonomous personality, all that i bai i 
omous personality, ali that is contained in the method of thinking 
> 
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classically formulated by Kant, At the sane time, though, it speaks also of 


the isolation of the individual, the near depletion of nature and comunity 


life, the connection with the secluded world of forms which all critical 


thinking is striving for." 


Now, what in the world are we required to print that for? 
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MR, JUSTICE ell, if Your Honor please, I do not think it is a 
mistake, It arises from a fundaucntal diffcrence which this Tribunal has not, I 


think, madc clear, 


issues here thinks he should try the new 
losenberg. 


charging him for the murder of four or five 


logy here. The only purpose in ever refur- 


mae Be, Ae S } E E mu ems i 
entimcents is the Motive. snere 1s J 


no purpose here to 


nitism or the superiority of raccs, the fundamental 


of course, if they can try this issu. 


their purpose, They believe 


i Ge e cannot tell whi 


I simply must not be- 


tcea 


cd States cannot ac it, 


ignored, That is the 


hich We made on 


Will indicate t 


vU 
use, in 


to irrelcvant pass- 


i 


rant to bë 


Prosecution the centire docwnt: 


that ruling on principle, well ana 


sent at any rate, to the Tribunal to 


reitcrated it after full discuss 


ur Honor's attention to the 


we aro being fed these documen 


The boys in the press room are not lawyers; 


I co not have the personn 
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My personnel, as this Tribunal well knows, is reduced very suriously, I cannot 


undertake it in the pressroom here after an order comes from the Gencral 
a revicw of what Gan be done, 
Well, but dic you =- 
JUSTICE JACKS The order is not being carried out; that is the 
You mean that none of these documents were submi tted 
the Prosecution? 
The documents were not submitted to counsel for 


Prosecution. They came to the press reom with an order to print from the 


difficu 


to the 


General 


Scerutary's office, That is what I am arguing, a grievance; one I shall have to 


romcdy. We are in the very peculiar position, Your Honor, cf being asked 
press agents for these defendants. s were orecred to print 
stencils that 


ICMLTLCS 


after they have becn argucc 


ntcmpt of court, to p hese decuaents through after the Tribun las r 


anci 


as any documcnts 5 concerned, they 


translation department.. Might not the 


to be 


uled or 


ought 


1c was here on the previous 
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SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: May it please your Lordship, my understanding 
of the matter is that the Roscenber; documents had been processed == that was 
what we were informed == before our last di 38 of the matter, and I there= 
fore sugsested he Tribunal that the 
should begin with the documents of the Defendant Frank. That is what I said 
to the Tribunal, 

THE PRESIDENT: Then my recollection is that after we made this rule of 
the 8th of March, 1946, Counsel for the Prosecution =- I think for all four of 
the Prosecution, and I rather think the document came in signed by the United 
States but I an not certain of it == pointed out that there were creat diffi- 


culties in carrying out this ruling of the 8th of March, because of 


culty of Counsel for the Prosecution making up their minds about what dc 


wore irrelevant, having regard to the tac he ey had to be translated for 
them to do it. Is that not so? 

That difficulty arose with Yr, Horn over the 
Ribbentrop documents, But a written application was made to the Tribunal to 


vary this rule of ù n of Larcn and it was then 


that the documents = 

THE PRESIDENT: These documents had been processed already beforehand, 

SIR ID MAXWELL-PFYP! in Ol a discussion of course we have bee 
tryin: to get this procedure going Di ix has met Į Dodd and myself on the 
Schacht cocuments, and I understand t other learned Defense Counsel ar 
ing arrangements to meet various members with regard to theirs. But before this 

atter arose sharply on the Ribbentrop documents, there hadn't 
been any discussion with Counsel for the Prosecution. T is the position, 
PRESIDEN Rut what I ax pointing out is that that was because the 
Prosecution were not carrying out the rule the 8th of March, It may have 
been impossible to carry out, but they were not carrying it oute 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: I don't know exactly how you mean "The Prosecutic 


weren't carrying it out." 
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PRESIDENT: Both the Prosecution and the Defense, I suppose, because 
the application which came to us after the rulinz of the 8th of March was made 
on behalf of the Prosecution, that they had such difficulties in ge 

the docunents that they proposed another ruling, 
.VID LUAXVELL-FYFEs I am sorry, my Lord, that we haven't carried it 
the first tine that anybody suscested to me ==- 

SSIDENT: I don't mean to criticize you 

SIR DAVID iX ELL-FYFE: I have taken immense trouble, cooperated 
way, I wasn't aware that we were at foult I am very sorry if we wore, 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't mean that, Sir David, but I think there was a 
difficulty in carrying this out, and I think there was a proposal that the rule 
should be var: I will look am right about it, 
I remember 


subsequent discussion 


of 


Probably the 
(Brief conference 
Mire Justice Jacks 


take issue, 


Mi. JUSTICE JACKSON: Bu your Honor, the Tribunal has 
documents, and yet we get an order to print, The Tribunalfs orders 
ing observed, and don't want to criticize Counsel -= but we have had no 


opportunity to pass on these. These stencils that I stopped running last nicht 


are not anything that has been supplied to us They have no possible place in 


the legitimate issues of this Tribunal and we wi get nowhere talking to Dr, 
Thoma about it, He thinks their philosophy issuce 


hat I think must be done if we are going to get this solved is that the 


Tribunal -== if I may make 





Tn, 


which I do with great deference; I may be a biased jucge of what ought to 
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e done; I never pretended to complete impartiality--that the Tribunal 
appoint a Master to pass on this. We won't finish this by ciscussion be- 
tween Dre Thoma and anybody I can namee My suggestion is such an offi- 
cial pass on these documents before they are translatede If the Master 
finds a doubtful matter he can refer it back to youe We shouldntt be in 
the position of either agreeing or disagreeing with them in any final 
sense, of coursee I realize it is too big a burden to put on the Tribunal 


to pass on these papers in advance and too big a buren on the organization 


to keep printing them. fFaper is a scarce commodity todaye Over 25,000 


sheets have gone into the printing of a bookthat has been rejecteds I 
think there is no possible way out except tht a lawyer with some icea of 
relevance anc’ irrelevance represent this Tribunal in passing on these 
things in advance, rather than leaving it to Counsel. 

I wouldn't even venture to sit down with Dr. Thoma, because 
we start at odds}, He wants to justify antiesemitism and go into its 
philosophy, while I assert that it is the murder cf Jews that is an issue 
here, not whether the Jewish race is or is not liked by the German people. 
We don't care about thate It is a matterof settling these issueSe 

GENERAL RUDENKO: With the Tribunal's permission, I would like to add 

a few words to what Mre Jackson has saida 

I aito do not wish to criticize the Counsel, but the Tribunal 
has already expressed a supposition that there is a mistakee And I 
would like to draw the attention of the Triburzl to the fact that this mis- 
take took plage toc often, I will permit myself to remind you about the 
documents in connection with the Versailles Treaty, which were denied by 
the Tribunal, the Tribunal will remember that a consicerahle amount of 
time was spent on listening to the reading of the documents which were 
presented by Dr. Stahmer and Dre Horn, anc I would like to remind the 
Tribunal about another fact, when another decision of the Tribunal was 
violated. fFerhaps it was done by mistake; perhaps not. It took place 
when one of the documents was presented by Dre Babel, before it was ace 


cepted by the Tribunal as evidence. And Ait seems to me that it would be 


very useful if the Tribunal would find it possible, for the purpose of 


mar 
YU 
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saving time, to guarantee in more decisive manner the compliance not only 
by the Prosecution but also by the Defense Counsel of the rules set out 
by the Tribunal, 

THE TRESIDENT; Yes, Dr. Thoma? 

DRe THOMA: I am most concerned with the accusation thet I didn't 
obey the instructions issued by the T,ibunal. During discussions regarding 
which documents were acmissible, I hac explained in cetail just which 

sophical books I was going to quote from and why I wanted to quote 

those passages. It has been stated curing the case for the Prosecution 
that itosenberg had invented his philosophy, invented it for the purpose 
of preparing an ag,ressive war and for the committing of war crimes. I 
have considered it my duty to prove that this so-called national anti pathy-- 

THE RESIDENT: Will you tellthe Tribunal where the Frosecubion 
that he inventel his philosophy, whether in the indictment or in the 
sentation? 

MR. THOMA: Yes, I can prove ite appears in Churchill's speech, 
that Rosenberg's philosophy had been used for thate 

THEIXESIDENT:; You say it appears in Churchill's speech? 

“ite THOMA: Yese 

THE RESIDENT ‘hat have we got to co with that? I asked you whethe 
the Frosccuticn alleged it in the indictment or allege? it in the course 

presentation of the rroseeution, and you answer me that Mr. Churchill-—- 

DRe THOMA: That is the ovidence here, that he repeatedly stated -- 

(A short pause), 

I cidn't say Churchill. I said Mre Justice Jackson. In his 
presentation he said things which in their sense meant abeut the same 
thinge Consequently I felt that it wos my duty to present thatphilosophy 
which had been in existence before Rosenberg and miset similar arguments, 
which is the philosophy of the entire world, 

Regarding the presentation of the document book, here is what happereds 
The translator's department asked me, because they hac a little free time 
just then, to submit my document bock as soon as possible, in fact before 


it was handed to the Tribunal, and so it is a fact that the translation 
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cepartment received it before the Tribunal. But the Tribuml in its 


resolution of the 8th of March, 1946, had granted me permission that I could 


use quotations from these philosophical works, only that antisemitic 


works of Elbogen were not granteds Consequently I immediately informed 
the Tribunal that documents were contained in my book which had not been 


granted by the Tribunale 





Secondly +=- and this is something 


Justice 


that the quotetion which Mr. 


a French scientist, Mre Labouche 


Moreover, in my document book, I 
passages which were to be translated, 
Jackson has 


the document book. This 


would like to refer to 


Thirdly, I 


"th 


clue, that the 
technique of the conspiracy and has 


ssive war." That is the ex 


for that reason that 


problem is an important one 


therefore, that I could be 


THE 


PRESIDENT: 
foom or were theysent to the tr 


DR. THOMAS: In my opinion, t 


since this department had told 


this would 


THE PRESIDENT f Just Jackson 


sent to the press 


but on the outside of each docun 


not to be nublicized until 


are 


court and then only that nort 


any documents which arc 


ought not to be 


they 


are pres 


ented before this 


seems to be a numb 
have arisen principally from t 
translation department before 


therefore some of them 
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NM UM 
H0105 -0013 


-0 


extremely irportant -= I have stated 


just quoted originates from 


marked with red pencil those 


Vre Justice 


quotation which 


quoted was not marked in red and was not meant to be included in 


is a rerrettable error. 


the fact -- I have just received another 


developed the philosorhical 


an educaticnal system for an 


presentation, 
philosovhical 


for my Cases not think, 


the Tribunal. 


document sent to tho press 


ansiation 


translation department, 


a little free time and 


like to tronslete 


apparently that they had been 


stated 


the nublic i 


this notice: That they 


presented before tho Tribunal in open 


submitted as evidence. Therefore, 


not disseminated, or 


ss and ought not to be publicized until 


Tribunale 


about this which seem to 


ne fact that you submitted your documents to the 


been submitted to the Tribunal, and 


subsequently denied by the 





zi OT 


Tribunale Is that right? 

THOMAS: No, My Lord, that is not right. To start with, this was an 
internal p ess ania request from the translating authoritye I had riven 
them the document book because they asked me to do so. 

THE PRESTDENT: I did not say who had asked whom. I said that the 
translation department got the documents for tremslation -- they received 
then before they were submitted to the Tribunal, and, in consequence, they 
translated certain documents which were subsequently denied by the Tribunal. 

DR. THOMAS: Of cours ne rojeeted works were the three anti- 
Semitic works. that these do 38 reached the press is something that I 
did not know. I was only trying to allovinte the position of the translating 
department, and I have subsequently informed the General Secretary that I 
submitted the document book and hov e pointed out the facts 

Quotations from my philosophi 


want to point out again that I was always of 


j 


i \ 
that 


such document: 


knew was th quotations that were not read 


press, and, of course, I have achered to 


and could not 


you no doubt know, the first granting of documente 
when they are applied for is expressly provisional, and afterwards you have to 
submit your documents pen Court, as Dr. Horn did, and tren the Tribunal 
rules upon their admissinility other rule was introduced for the 
purnose of preventing undve translation, It was decided thon that after the 
Tribunal had given its provisional ruling as to what was provisionally 
relevant, that you should then submit the passares you wanted to quote to the 
Prosecution to give them an orrortunityv to object, so that the translation 
department should not be unduly burdened. That, as yon hove cxplained and as 
Sir David MaxwellFyf'e has said, was not carried out in your sase, > rtly, 


: s E E pe t le 
’əssibly, because AS you say the transl } t ision was prepare 1 to under- 


DAY 


take certain work. Therefore, locuments were submitted to them which the 
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Tribunal subsequently ruled to be inadmissible. 

MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: May I make a correction which seems to lead to 
understanding? I did not mean te say that Counsel had sent the documents 
the press in the sense of a newspaper presse They were sent to the pres: 
printing press. They were, of course, printed. The 206 copies we were ordered 
to print contained the usual release notice that they we 
until used. They have not reachod the press, and I did not mean to say that 
they had been sent to the nowspaner press, they were sent to our printing 
Presse 

PRESIDENT: 

Re DIX: (Counsel for defendant Schacht My >resicent, Gentlemen of 
the Tribunsl: Be e a resolution is made on the strength of the discussion 
which we have just heard, may I make just a few irks, not referring to the 

ase of Rosenberg but to the 
Very serious accusations against 
Lon was used that the frosceution wes not the press ngent of the Defens 
accusation was raised that the D 
thon these accusations reached their peak in the most 
the most sericus that one could nossibly make in such a trial as thi 
that there is supposed to be contempt of Yourt on behalf of all the 
Counsele 
I oan raise the strongest and best argument arninst these accusations whic 
one can raise; namely, that we have an absolutely clear conscience in this res- 
pect, Anyone who has listened to the debate of the last 30 minutes must have 
recoenized that those differences of opinion which have oeeurred here and on 
of which the Tribunal will have to announce a decision, are in turn 
onec more due to misunderstandings which have occurred within this courtroom. 
Jackson has kindly stated that he was not talking about the 
newspaper press when he waid press but the printing pre and n liearue, 
Dr. Thoma, has stated that the only reason why these 
translation department was that the translating department, very industriously 
" 


and reasonable from thoir oint of view, had seid, "We do not have very much 


7368 
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work at the moment, Please let us heve it, and we can start to tfanslate it." 


could avoid all these difficulties if we mutually agree 

that both partie sho Prosecution and the Defense, are working with the 
wish and loyalty, and that any thought that we should deliberately disregard 
on order from the Tribunal nover exis Errors and mistakes can always 

just remind you of the lcakage to the press, namely, that some 
things were sent to the press before they were actually the subject of the 
proceedings here in Court. That wos something that at the beginning of 
trial happened quite frecu i do not want to quote examples since the 


Tribunal knows 
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It is quite certain that it wasn't the defense who originated its; I don't 
know who, but not the defense. Far be it from me to reproach anybody. 
Things like that do happen, and such an instrument as this trial must have a 
running=in period, 

But please, may I remind you that it was us, the defense, through my 
person, who quite definitely stated that only such matters should reach the 
press as were introduced into the record here in the public Sessions; and 
it was after that that the Tribunal passed its ruling. Previously it had 
been different è 

Now, I have never considered any accusations as insults, but merely 
as human error, For instance, it was impossible for me to get the Charter 
at the beginning of the trial, but eventually it was kindly placed at my 
disposal, 

What I want to say is that if SO complicated a machinery as this is 
started, then there must be errors and mistakes, 

Now we, together with Sir David, have made a useful start to deal 
with documents in the best practical manner. In other words, first of all, 
I talked to the prosecution == and that was when we only had the Germa 
text =- regarding which passages the prosecution was proposing to object toe 
We realised the language difficulties, and we realised the problem regarding 
the different languages of the other signatories, However, even that could 
be overcome, as has transpired in my conversations with Sir David, since we 
managed to find an interpreter and the whole thing appeared an extremely 
useful and practical system, 

Now, first, we were Saving work for the translating department, and 
secondly, we were Saving the Tribunal from having to make unnecessary 
decisions, and it was working beautifully, I want to Claim for the defense -= 
and I am sure that Sir David will not contradict me == that by means of our 
official talks we were, in fact, the leading party and we cooperated to the 
best of our ability, 

In other words, I want to say that the defense during this trial 


is ina very difficult position, I think every one of you will grant that 


human ability is practically not enough to produce the necessary political 
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tact which is necessary for the defense during this trial, without making 
some small mistake or other. At any rate, I for myself do not claim that 

I am absolutely sure of myself in this respect and won't become the 
perpetrator of a small error in one case or another, I am finding myself in 
a very difficult situation, difficult so far as the world is concerned, 
difficult so far as the Tribunal is concerned, and difficult so far as the 
German public is concernede 

May I urge Mre Justice Jackson to appreciate our difficult task and 
not to raise accusations and emphasize things upon his part which, unfortune 
ately, have been raised by the German press frequently. We can't always 
react to every unjustified article which appears in the press, and we cantt 
always approach the Tribunal saying "please help us." The Tribunal has 
more important tasks than to continuously protect the defense, 

However, as to the particular accusation that National Socialist 
propaganda was being made here or that anti-Semitic propaganda was being 
made here, about that I think I can say with a clear conscience that none 
of the defense counsel, no:matter what his own philosophy or what his 
political views == none of the defense counsel has ever dreamt of trying 
to use this court room to make propaganda for the dead world of the Third 
Reich. That would not only be wrong, it would be worse than a wrongs I 
would say that it would be an incredible stupidity to do a thing like thate 

But, just because we are being attacked and because we cannot 
defend ourselves, and because we don't want to trouble the Tribunal on every 
aacueation, I am asking Mre Justice Jackson to somewhat clear the atmosphere 
and to state to us that these serious accusations -- contempt of court, 
anti-Semitic propaganda, or National Socialist propaganda, and so on and so 
forth -= that they werentt really meant to be raised seriously 
I think this period of comradeship, in which we have cooperated 


with the prosecution so far, should continue; and I must openly confess 


that I am remembering that cooperation gratefully, that I om gratefully 


remembering the extremely good service and the comradeship which I have 


Found on the part of these gentlemen, and I am anxious that this should be 
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it lead us to, since we are all pursuing the same aims? 

I am not only asking him to do it, as I know he will do it without 
my request =- that is, that he, Mre Justice Jackson, make some statement so 
that this awkward matter, which is probably not only depressing upon the 
defense but the whole court room, should be clarified somchowWe 

May I thank you gentlemen of the Tribunal for being good enough to 
listen to me for so long, but I believed that the matter was sufficiently 
significant and I wished to aim at a further clear and perfect cooperation 
between the prosecution and the defenses 

Dk, THOMA: Gentlemen of the Tribunale May I just very briefly, for 
factual .-rectification, be permitted a few words for one moment? 

I want to quote exactly from which passage it becomes apparent that 
Rosenberg is being held solely responsible for the mistaken ideolcgy. It 
says in the American indictment, or case for the prosecution, ab page 225h, 
that Rosenberg has reorganized the German educational system and hz 
the German people to the will of the conspirators so as to psycholozically 
prepare the German nation for a war of ager 

That is a quotation which is here + y disposal, 

Secondly -- and one more wor please ~- I am forced to reply to the 
accusation raised by Mr. Justiée Jackson personally, and I must state somes 
thing which I would not normally have said in this court room, namely, that 
I have told Rosenberg repeatedly, "Mre Rosenberg, I cannot defend your anti= 
Semitismgs that you have to do yourself," For that reason I have limited my 


doc unen: a5 at > Era 5 
documents considerably, but I have considered it my duty to place at Rosens 


bergs di raa à ate 
= disposal every means necessary for him to defend himself on this point, 


I would like to draw your attention once more to the fact that this 
passage thich has been quoted by Mre Justice Jackson was not marked in red in 
the document book, and has been included in error, 

MRe WUSTICE JACKSON: I certainly don't want to be unfair to our 
adversaries, I know they have a very difficult job. However, I hope the 
Tribunal has before it 


-= and I shall withdraw all characterizations and let 
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what I have to say stand on the factse= the order of the 8th of March, 1946, 
paragraph 3 thereof. I call the attention of the Tribunal to the fact that 
that reads: 

"The following documents are denied as irrelevant. Rosenberg" -= 
and then follows a list of documents ~- "Kunstmarks History of the Jews in 
Germany; History of the Jewish People." Those are the only three that I shail 
take time to call to your attention. 

Two days after that order Rosenberg's counsel filed with this 
Tribunal, on the 10th cf March, 196, a rather lengthy memorandum in which 
he renewed his request for quotations from the books listed, 

On the 23rd of March, 1946, this Tribunal agsin denied that request 
as irrelevant. 

I will now hand to you the stencils which we were ordered, b 
order of 8 April 1946, to print. They are a little difficult to reade 
first is a quotation from the History of the Jewish people, one of the 
prohibited books, The ne t is a quotation fron Kunstmark, another of the 
prohibited documents, And the third is from the History of the Jews in 
Germany, the third of the books thet I have mentioned, 

We have not had time to examine all of these stencils, but a 
hurried examination of them indicates that they are very largely, if not 
entirely, quotations from the prohibited documents, 

Iwill make no characterization of it; I simply rest cn those facts, 

THE PRESIDENT: Mr, Justice Jackson, duesn't the whole point turn 
upon the date at which those d cunents were submitted to the Translaticn 
Department? Because what Dre Thoma says is that in consequence of the 
Translation Department being ready to secept doe um ants, he handed then in 
before they were actually denied by the Tribunal, 4nd if that is 
be obviovs, would it not == 


MR. JUSTICE JACKSON: My Lord, I didn't get when he said, That is, 


T did not understand that they were handed in before the 8th of March y 1946. 


3 $ w > > 5 d p r 
But in any event, even if they wer. translated, the order to us to print is 


Gated the 8th of April s 1946, and was delivered with then on the 8th of Apri: 
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Now certainly there was time after the denial to have stopped our spending 
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this amount of money and effort printing things that had been prohibited, 
and which were prohibited twiccs 

I won't characterize its the facts speak for themselves, 

THE PRESIDENT: Dre Thoma, can you help us about the dates at all? 
Can you help us as to this? Mre Justice Jackson has stated that after these 
three documents had been refused in the first instance, you then renewed your 
request for them on the 10th of March, 1946, and that on the 23rd of March, 
1946, they were finally danieds 

Well now, when did you send the documents to the translation rocm? 

DR. THOMA: The documents, I remember, went into the Translating 
Department before “arch 8e There had been a session revarding 
of documents, and it was around about that time, and before a decision had 
been made, that I had been contacted by a representative of the Translating 
Department, who asked about the document book, since they had heard that it 
had been completed, 

I then applied in this court room and sought to be given permission 
to use this philos:phy. I gathered the impression that the Tribunal would 
not want to use these documentss consequently, I submitted a written 
application to the Tribunal so that these documents would be granted me. 
When, subsequently, I was informed that anti-Semitic books would not be 
permitted me -= which I think cecurred a few days later than the date of 
that order of the Tribunal -= then t did, of course, pass on the information 
saying, "I draw your attention to the fact that these books were not granted 
Ce" 

THE PRESIDENT: Dre Thoma, quite naturally, you aren't able to give 
us the exact dates at this moment, but we will look into this matter fully, 

DR. THOMA: May I just please repeat that I myself have pointed out 


that quotations were contained in the book which had been refused? And 


pleases may I ask you to aw the conclusion from that, that I was not trying 


to do anything which was not permissible? 


THE PRESIDENT: I think, if the document had been denied, the proper 
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cose would have been to withdraw the documents or to communicate with 
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the Tranlation Division notifying them that they should be withdrawn. 

However, the Tribunal thinks that the best course in this matter 
would be for the Tribunal to consider Mre Justice Jackson's suggestione 
That is, in order to relieve the prosecution of the task of deciding upon 
or objecting to the foounanta water are to be submitted to the translation 
rooms, that matter should be considered by somecne depute by the Tribunal 
as a master, 

The Tribunal thinks that Mc, Justice Jackson, or the Prosecutor's 
Committee, should apply in writing tc strike out all the irrelevant documents 
which they complain of in the document book on behalf 6f the defendant 
Rosenberg, which has been submitted, 

Third, for the present, the Tribunal would adhere tc the system 
which they have established with the ecnsent of the prosecuting counsel, 

The only thing I need add to that is that ,[ fina that I was right 
in saying that the Court Contact Committee of the prosecutors did apply 
to the Tribunal on the 29th of March, 1946 -- and I have the document before 
me -= requesting the Tribunal to vary the ruling Waich they had made, namely, 


Oe 


Ruling 297, made on the 8th cf March, 194 
p r YMA Ve 7 teat ox 4 i 1 war 
DRe THOMA: My Lord, lay | hat subsequently I visited the 
officer and told hin 5 b doriman ) 
icer and told him that the documense must be tak:en ut, that they must 
not stay in, However, it transpired tht hundreds of copies had already 


o 


EE e. 1; l prenarog r > vooor A ; 7 Wo” 
been bound and prepared or processed, and it was se “sy "Well, after all, 


No 


they arentt going to be steg he ipl 
y t going to be quoted, so they misht ay in, since they 


2 ft daina ta i ! 
aren't going to be qucted." T expressly made +2 r3ca.st to have them 
$ 2 im vide v < , ILLO! 


taken ovut oairront boa 


ba 





Cf cowse, I didn't mean that the Tribunal wore asking the Prosecution to apply 
ya witing to strike out documents which have already ben rejected. Those 

cuserts, of course, will go out without any application; but if and insofar 
cs there are other documents contained in the Rosenberg docwient bok to which 
tao Prosecution object, then they might conveniently apply, although, of course, 
that matter will have to be discussed in open court. 

As I have already pointed out, the granting of any docunents is expressly 
jrovided to be provisional, and the application for the final admissibility of the 
documents has to be made in open court. The Tribunal will have a report mde to 
it by the General Secretary as to these dates and these mtters, Ard now the 
Tribunal will adjourn for ten minutes, 

(A rcecss was taken,) 

THE FRESIDENT: Tic Tribunal have come to the conclusion that it will 
save time if the Defendants are called first as the first witness in the case of 
cnch Defendant; and, therefore, in the future the Defendant nust be called first 
unless there are some exceptional reasons, in which case Defendant's Counsel may 
apply to the Tribunal «and tho Tribunal will consider those reasons for calling 
the Defendant in some position later thay first witness, 

Yes, Dr, Dix. 

HANS HEINRICH LAM ERS Resumed, 

DIRECT EX/LIINATION Continued, 

Re DIX: 

Witness, I had started to say that it had been pointed out to me that I 


asked my questions too mon after you have completed your answers and that 


you were onswering too soon efter I have completed the question, I was told the 


interpreters couldn't follow and the stenographers couldn't either, I shell 
adopt a procedure by which I sall introduce a pause between question and 
answer, and I mı asking you to do the same. I am sure that the Tribunal won't 
‘yo it the inter;retation that you are not sure of your answers. 

Yesterday you had made detailed statements to the Tribunal regardir g the 

offers to resign which Schacht had presented to Hitler, and you had 

talked regarding several arguments referred to a peace which Schacht had raised 
luring the war and delivered through you to Hitler or wanted to have them 
submitted to Hitler, We had last spoken about such a memorandum of the sumer 


of 1941, and I had the feeling that the Tribunal had cbjcctions based on 
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procedure, because I had quoted the contents of the documents vhich I have no 


Von:er in my hands and which were contained in the famous strong box which has 


been confiscated on Schacht!s farm by the Red Army end which the Russian 


not yet succeeded in finding, I md the impression thst the 


Tribunal hed objections beesuse I was jutting the contents of the document to the 


witness and having him confirm it to me, Although very ;retty 
contained therein, I am perfectly willing to break off here ard to put the 
questicns to Schacht if the Tribunal wuid prefer that. 

May I have the Tribunal's decision on that question, in which case I wuld 
cease to di ss the memorandum any further. 

THE FHESIDENT: ibunal had no objection to your asking this witne 
about it, but they thought you ought not to put a leading question and that ycu 
ought to ask the witness if he remembered the 
contents of the document — not to put to him thet it wa 
document or some othor passage in the ducument, but just to 
the contents cf the docunxent, 

DR. DIX: The dividing Line between leading questions and putting the 
content of a document to the witness-<. document which is not recollected 
exactly by the witness-—-is rather fluenti Therefore, I would prefer to have the 
further content of Lhe document confirmed by Schacht 


I shall therefore leave that 


Q (continued) Witness > you quite correctly stated yest 
to a question within the fromewrk of the 
colleague Dr, Sauter, how in 1939 it was the practice that Hitic 
decree that the Reichsbmk would have to give such and such a credit, 
avoid a mistaken impression, and I want the original position of the Rei. chsbark 
Clarified for this Tribunal, 


You know that the Richsbmk in 1935 » end by decree of Hitler, lost its 


e 


original independence. This was a decree in which Hitler had ordered that he 
would decide upon credits which the Reichsbank wuld have to give, and this 
decree of Hitler's becare effective through a v of June 1939 and had the 


powers of a law. 


I should like the Tribunel to gather a proper impress: f the origiml 
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position of the Reichsbank, and therefore I am asking you how was the situation 
n 3 


before Janury, 1939, that is, during Schacht!sbeing in office. Was it 


Angot) 
poss ible 


at that time for Hitler to deerce that such and such credits were to he 


elven, 
or was the Reichsbank still independent and could it refuse such ecrecits u give 
notice about then? 





AA HOON 


The lezal regulations whieh eisted in this connection, I cannot 
recallect to such an extent that I can give you a complete answer and make a 
constructive statement just when and how they were altered. I ean confirm one 
thing, however, that is, that during the period when Schacht was president 
cf the Reichsbank, he, with reference to these credits, must have made certain 
difficulties for the Fuchrere During these disnussions between the Fuchrer 
and Schacht, I wąs not present but I know from statements made by the Fuchrer 
that regarding those credits, he, the Fuchrer, met considerable difficultics 
originating from Schachte They were inhibitions on Schacht's part hich 
fact brought about Schacht's resignation from his position as president 
Reichsbanke On the other hand, I know “hat the moment that Funk became president 
of the Reichsbank, i c difficulties ceased to cxiste These were obviously 
removed under the laws referring to theme They had been removed also by the 
order which the Fuehrer had given in that connection, because when Funk became 
the president of the Reichsbank, thes. «rants and credits wore merely handled 
in such a way as I had described it yesterdays Yesterday, when I described 
the technical procedure, which was in èb» main handled in that nam Ty 
such demands for credits for the Reichsbank were submitted to the Fuehror 
were merely a question of a signature for him, they were a matter 
through my handse 

THE PRESIDENT: I don't think he is able-to answer your question, really, 
I don't think he is able to answer the question which youput to him, which was 
as to the position before 1939, so I think you must relyupon the decrees and 
deroumeonts 5 

DR. DIXs I shall clarify it right away o 

PY DR. DIX? 

Q Youhavo just stated how the thing was handled-in practkee in 1939, on 
the bookse Can't you recollect that the Reichsbank had previously been 


independent ? 


A Yesy yess I recollect that but I also recollect that certain legal 


alterations were made but I can't rememhor just when, and without seeing thc 
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books and laws, I can't tell you exactly what was the cotent of these now 
laws; in other words, just what the limitation was put upon figures, and 
all Id know is that the position of the president of the Reichsbanl had 
later on been reduced considerably in comparison due to the orders given 
by the Fuehrers 

Q Yesy I sce that is enoughe Now, as to the same category. It isntt 
Cifficulty not anyway for a German who has lived here all that time, but 
particularly for a foreigner, to understand the power instrument, the power 
machine of the Third Reichs I think that after the statements that you 
had made yesterday in answer to the questions which my colleague Sauter pi 
to you didn't produce every statemen’ you could makee You could probably 
say something more of it, if J didn't know what you knew; if I were an 
outsider, then your statements ycst: Jay would give me the 
“iell, the way it was, was that the Ministcr of the Interi: 
orders to the police and the Ministe“ of Economy didn't direct economy 
independently; all ministers in the Reich were without proper authority 
couldn't g ic ; Sioners for the occupied territories 

MR. DODD: If your Honors please, I respectfully suggest that Dre Dix 

shores [ think g os te could pitt hs questions more 
faster ang cet the answer bettere 
Yes, I can certainiy put my questions more precisely but I can" 


put it unless I first of : T asoontain Mer a abot what has not yet been 
-+ escertain by a statement wh? 


salt r S r SnAg lat 
Said up to nowy so that I can't real ‘= pub a briefer question Since the 


Tribuna Hable wr 
tounal probably wouldn't understand 34 which is what I teying to avoid 


ir 
kd $ etti 


but I can assure M dd, : 
£ C 23 M ; ah te is . . -+ 
re Dodd, I shall nci ask anything uncertain and { shall 


put a precise question indeed, and I will do it right nowe 
BY DRe DIXs 
Q We talked about the office of the Reichsbank president but now T 
should like to ask you if all these ministers were so hindered and so 
hampered in their authoritye What were and who wore themen and the 
authorities who cald interfere and who could direct these spheres of 


jurisdiction and who were exercising the power? That is my questione And 
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may I mention that as far as Frank is concerned, you have already mentioned 
of course Himmler's interference, but we must go into that question more 
deeply so that the Tribunal can see cic arly what we are talking aboute 

A The infringement of the spheres of the individual ministers arose 
because there were a number of institutions. which the Fuehrer had ercated as 
a counterplay against other ministers and probably deliberately firstly; 
and secondly, it was due to superior authority, departments, which was to 
achieve a certain amount of unity in certain spheres which should be the 
only ones to have powore In the last category, I want to quote the nost 


typical cxanple, @hich is of course the Four Year Plane 


the Fuchrer destred a unified commanc. which was not to depend on tho wishe 


of individual ministers and consequently, he created the Four Year Plane 


In other sectors, in somewhere or ot) ry the minister was supplica, with, 
shall we say, a counterparts; for instance, the Minister for Labor had the 
appointment of the Commissar Dre Ley nut against him, who deprived him of 


certain jurisdiction. 
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One of the main tasks he was relioved of we a that vhich was now dealt 


aps +} 


with by the Plonipotentiary for Employment, Saukel, os far as employmat of 


wale 


wrlors was concernede In the economic Sphere there was the Minister of 


Economy who was considorably limited in his powers through the appointment 


and powo given to the Four-Year Plan but, of course, in addition to that 
ough tho powers which had been given to the Minister for Armament and 


Productione In tho Ministry of Interior or the actual authority was 


Chiof of tho German Police, 


THE PRESIDENT: Dre Dix, the Tribunal thinks thot once 


Leas 


4 


aspoct of the mattor has been explained by this witness the matter can 


explained by the defendants themselves fron the particular 


neon tho witnoss is now explain indicating he will 


it at sono longth, thet with roference to the Four-Year Plan, for 


instanco, there was to be a unifiod command which w: 


y 
individual ministorse the genere tem and when 


the individual defendani 


ee mh Hne C a 
not want this dealt 


ie a and + M ~ 
Lon and therefore 


ministers 


certain sphcres of jurisdiction te are also concerned th tho fact 


third persons were interforing vi jurisdiction which belonged to 
was the 


ssor to Roichsaninie 


which moant that hi 


of the Party Chencollory ho bocamo the suc cessor to Minister Hoss, and thus 


roprosented the wishes and concepts of tho Party, By being sppointed to the 
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position of Secretary to the Fuchrer and by & docision stating that in the 
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sphere of the state a considerable nuabor of things would have to go through 
Bormann's hands, it was thus achieved that he was included to a considerable 


degree into the machinery of the state, something which I had to exporience 


porsonally a great deal since I, who had originally at least had an opportune 


ity to talk to the Fuchrer alone, could no longer achieve that and could only 
got to the Fuchrer through Bormanne Since most of my reports wore given in 
Bormonn's presence everything that could previously be dispatched to othor 
departments had now, even matters of state, to go through tho Secrotary of 
the Fuchrer, that is to say Bormann, 

Q This meont, of course, Bornanits influence in various spheres and 
on reports. 

Yos, he had that influonee, All those matters from various doe 
portments which did not rench the Fuchror directly through me and which called 
for his irmediate decision now had to bo mado in writing and had to g0 through 
Bormanne I would then receive a mossacge from Borriann saying this or that 
is the Fuchrer's decision. In othor vorda, the possibility of a personal 
report which would enable mo to talk on behalf of tho minister for whon I 
was. reporting ceased. After all, they were not matters which concorned me 
diroctlys; thoy were complaints or protosts or diffcorences of opinion vhich 
I could no longer take to the Fuschrer personally, 

Q Thank you very much, 
find what you say about Bormann, dooa that not apply to some extent to 
the Gauloiters too, who also reigned or governed? 

A G auleiters, as Such, had, of course, to go through the Party 
Chancellory, thet was the prescribed channel, Since Q auleiters, as a rulo, 
howevor, wore simultane: usly in one person town governors or supromoe 
presidonts, those positions wore, of Course, somewhat mixod up and a number 
of matters instend of going through the prescribed chamols went through the 
minister concornod and through mo, coming directly from the Gauleiter and going 
directly to the Reichsloitor Bormanne Thore are, in fact, cases whore this 


channel had been chosen doliberatly, 


Q Thank you very much, 





TON 


Nowy regarding the position of Himmler in the sme respects this now 
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power, you have made statements yesterday reforring to cases of Frank and 
Fricke Cannot that statement be oxtended in fact to all loading officials, 
plained by an incrcased power given to Himmler and the SS and his police? 
I did not quite understand youe 
You mean to say you did not quite hear? 
I did not get the qestion completely. 
In othor words, interforence into Spheres of influence, Now, 
you havo talked about Bormann md you have talked about sauloiterse Yos- 
terday you talked about Himmler and you dealt with the police and the SS with 
reforonco to the cases Frick and Frank and I am nov asking you mh other this 
incroasin powor on Himmler's part and on the part of the SS, if that did 
not affect the other spheres of influence just as much? 
A To a considerable extent snc 1 various sectors, 
Q That oxhausts thet question, 
coming back to Schachte We have talked about the offers to 
rosigon and we now come to the actual Cismissale Were ministers who wero 
to bo rcloased usually given a lotter of dismissal by Hitler? 
Ihat lottor, I assume, was drafted by you and discussed vi + 
Yose 
As far as the wording of the letter on the occasion of that 
concerned, was considerable attontion paid by you to the wrd- 
or rathor by Hitler, 
A Hitlor would look at thom carofully and he frequently mado 
alterations or improvenents personallye 
DRe DIX: The two letters of resignation, Mre President, which docreo 
Schacht!s dismissal from his job as President of the Reichsbank and Mini- 
in my document book as cvidence and T 
poso to put thorn to 
propose to quote. 
BY DRe DIX; 


In the letter of dismissal from Hitlor To Schacht on the occasion 
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"Your nome particularly will <lways be connected with the first period 
of national rcarnancnte" 
Schacht considered that thero was a certain deliberation attached to 
He thought there was a limitation of the praise he was getting. 
Viow, you who w he originator of thet letter? 
is for as I cm recolloct I drafted the letter and the wey I said 
generally an expression of thanks was boing made to Schacht and this 
rsonal alteration by the Fuechrer as for 
as I can recollect bec.uso that was not my cup of ten to make such a subtle 
difference heroe 
In a lator lottor of dismissal of January 23, 1941, it sayse- this 


Hitlor but is signed by you by order of the 


coneral attitude in this presont fato- 


decided to temprarily relieve you of 


In othor words, Sc s foolings rerardine his personal safety could 
May I ask you, 
this letter was drafted by Hitler and was Schachtts 
unjustificd? 
roasons thet caused the Fuchrer to dismiss Schacht aro only 
All I know is thet a letter from Schacht to Roichsmor hal 
cause of the Fuchr 3 dismissing Schacht from his position. 
Yuchrer,. 
such that ho 
in the way 
y tolerable, 
measures that may havo been intended against Schact tho 
Fuchrer did not tell me about, of courses But to begin with he had 


cortainly ordered mo to use the w rà 
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Q Originally I had intended to ask you, as thebest expert on these point s, 
in detail regarding the gradual development of the years 1933 until the 
*auboeracy of Hitler's had been achieved, The answers which you have given to 
agues yesterday have in the main dealt with my questions ond I don't 
want to repeat then, but two questions I would like to use to clarify the 


position. The law giving powers, which was issued in 133 s Which is the law which 
oprived the Reichstag of its powers instituted a dictatorship. On that law I 
asking you: Did this law give the powers to Hitler or the Reich Cabinct 
the Governn ant! 

A This arthoritative gave powers to draft law and alter the Constitution 
to the Reich Government, and the Reich Government in turn used this power to alter 
the Conditution, both expressedly zs well as Silently, 
lobit which -= 

Q Yes, thenk you very much, You said that yesterdey Thank you very much, 


rliness; we don't want to po into thet :¿ again, Yesterday you pointed out in 
parenthesis that this Reich Government didn't necessarily consist of National 
Socialist only, but that its majority bel nged to other parties, You only 


£ 


mentioned the German National Party, led by Hugenberg, Dr, Mucller and Dortmund, 
end you mentioned the Stahlheln (steel helmet), the head of which was Seldte, but 
you had forgotten=-and that is why I am asking youe-ic quote the Central Party. 


true that von Papen ceme from the Central 


cow whether yon 


scientifically of the Law of Hobit 
not discuss it. 
ALL I went you to tell me is whether during ti racual development to comp 


cictatorshiv there were actual laws $ what t we end what their significance 


Don't you consider the ah i ndenburg's death, which wes altering the 


status of the Reich President as the position of the Cha 

consequence that the bearer of that position wes also the suprene mil 

don't you consider that law as 2 further milestone in that gradual development ? 
That law was one of the most important milestones of that gradual 

Cevelopment, particularly becouse i a ppened after the decree thruagh the Reich 


4 
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Governrent, referring to a płebiscite which produced the result of neorly ore 
“hundred per cent and had beon confirmed, 

Q And further laws did not appesr in comection with the development? 

A No, I don't recollect my. 

Q Neither aan Le And the other question is whether you cen call. the Law 
of Habit of the state and whether you can-—that is a question I don't want to 
reise with you at the momont, I think we are of differerb opinion in that 
connection. 

DR. DIX: Your Lordship, I have now finished my questions to the 
witness Lammers on behalf of my client, tut my colleague Kubuschok is away on 
citys: L don't think the aeroplane took off yesterday; so I don't think he has 
been ak : J ] is to ask questions on behalf of vo 


ond I was going to ask the Tribunal whether I could put them--there's 


one short question--and whether I ought to ask it now or whether I 
until Panen's defonse cones up in its roper time, 

THE PRESIDENT: No, now, becuse this witness will not be called 
again except for sore yery exceptional reason, 

DIX: No, I didn't mean that. I meant, did you wont me to ask the 
question later todey, when the turn of Papen comes in the proper sequence of 
defendants? 

THE PRESIDENT: You may go on now L think you better ask it now 


BY DR. DIX: 


Q Please will you resember the Roehn Putsch, the Ruhr revolt. Pepen!s 


experiences Curing that revolt will be discussed later. But do you ronember 


J 
that von Papen, who was Vice Chancellor at the time, on the 3rd of June, 1934, 
demended to be dismissed by Hitler and reccivec 

A Yes, but I can't tell you for certzin whether the date was right, but 
t happened right about that time, 

Q Do yom also remember whether sore tire afterwards, probably only a few 
days afterwards, between the 7th and tlie lOth of July, you by arder cf Hitler 
wert to sce von Papen and asked him whother he was prepared to accept the 
position of an ambassador to the Vatic n? 


A I can remanber that I visited von Papen, yes, and that by request of 


the Fuehrer I was to tell him that he had to expect to be used further, and that 
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in that connection an employment as ambassador to the Holy eal ought ofe 
But, whether I had had orders to tell him inmedintely that such an offer was 
being mde, that I cannot recollect now. 

Can you remember what Papen riplied as to what his views were? 

At that tire he wasn't very much inclined to necept such a position. 

Thank you very much, I hove .o further questions, 

DR. SERVATIUS: Dr, Servatius, for Defendant Sauckel and the 
organization of the political ader of staff. 
BY DR. SERVATIUS: 

Witness, on th t of March, 1942, Sauckel was appointed 
Plenipotentiary f ) imat were the reasons that Sauckel was cho 


that position? 
The Fuehrer was of the opinion that the labor  ,roblems could no 
be hendled by the Minister of Labor with the necessary anc that this task 
would, therefore, have to tc msferred to a particularly energetic person. 
Q Did the Fuehrer demend the use of foreim laborers with particular 
enphasis‘ 
A He demanded that all isborers should be used who could 
found, 
Q Particularly with reference to foreign leborers? 
Yes, that was mentioned in that comection, of cour wecause in the 
country we | 
Q Dic you receive tl l: of infcrming the leading service department s 
in the occupied territcries and tell thea that they should sup ort Sauckel's 
task in detail? 
A That happened very much Inter, To begin with, the employment of the 
General plenipotentiary for employment of la took place and that was 


announced, It was ennounced to all authorities nd c sments concerned, 


don't think ony particular request was added tu that by me, But, at the 


J 


beginning of 1944, a conference took place at ruehrer's office dealing 
the program of labor employment for 

conference, during which Sauckel had been siven such ficuwres, I had the 
to write to all departments concerned and tell them that they should sup 


jv 


Sauckel!s task > task he had jr E given; that they should support it 
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Q You are talking about a meeting at the beginning of Jmusry, 1944. 

. An extensive record about that is avzila le which you have prepared, According 
to this record, Sauckel has szid during that meeting that he w uid find it 
difficult to fulfil the demands or »robebly wouldn't be able to fulfil them at 
all, Thatts with reference to foreign workers, Wht was the reason he stated 
for that? 

A The stateaent is correct, and the reason he gave was that the essential 
executive powers necessary for the carrying out of that task were lacking in the 
yarious sectors. He said that if he were to fulfil his task, then he would most 
of all not be depending on an executive party abroad as, for instance, was tle 
case in connection with France; but that there would have to be a Germa 
executive power which wuld support his actions, 

Q Didn't he talk about the faet that the fulfilment of the demand was 
impossible because of partisans and banti 

A He pointed out these difficulties repeatedly, He referred to 
and bandits and it was, of course, regorded as a mtter of course, that any 


recruitment for labor could be carried out by him in such teri itories where 


Did he demand the pacification of these terriv ries aid demand 
xccutive powers in that comection? 
Yes, that's correct, 
Did he wish to have the protection of the authorities against thes 
resistance movements? 
A Yes, he wanted that the local departments should take action so that 
he would have a free hand and be free to work, 
Q I am quoting one sertonce from that reerd, and I want you to explain 
me how that is to be understood, Here is says: 
"The Reich leader of t S explained that the executive forces at 
his disposal all were extremely smi, but that he would try to increase them 
extensively so as to ascertain success for Sauckel!'s actions," 


How is that to be uncerstood: 


i 
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A That mo 


were active, and Sauckel thought that 


he wouldn't be able to 


territories 


agreed that he would do his best, 


existing police battalions or 


for the purposce 


Then it is right to say tha: 


of the authoritics and 


25 


a transfer of the powers to the SS 


A A transfer of these powers 


The German exccutive body which was 


that the dxecutive authority whic 


as in France, for instance, The 


A D é e 
care of Partisans e 


) Now, I have 4 quest 


eee © e hay mA Cc? 
document has been preson 


It bears the sign 


but it appears that it came 


Tat 
a0 UU 


In this 


to contain inst regarding p 


heart diseases, who sed tc 
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DRe SERVATIUS; I have ne furthc. questionse 
BY DR. STEINBAUER (Counsel for Defendant Seyss-Inquart): 

Q One day after: the German troops marchec into Austria a law was 
published =-= on the 13th of March, 1938, which has the heading, "Low for the 
Reunion of Austria with the German Reiche" Seyss-Inquart and his Government 
were surprised by this law, and I am now asking you whether you know anything 
detailed regarding the problem how it was possible on the 13th of March, 1938, 
that this law could appeare 

The march of German troops into Austria I learned like every other 
radio listener, through the radioe ^nd since I assumed that I might be 
needed I went to Vienna and at tha oint the law had already been completed 
It had been signed and it had been pw lished. I did not participate in the 

but the Minister ov the Int:rior and Secretary of State, Stuckhardt, 
very probably drafted that la T mysel? did not in any way cooperate in its 
creatione I didn't even know the action as such was to take placa 

Q Did these gentlemen you just mentioned tell you perhaps why this lav 
was produced so suddenly, so horridly? 

e wish of the Puchrore 

Q Thank youe At the 
Obergruppenfuehrer, not as the Prosecuti as stated, SS General, and apart 
from that the Fuchrer promised him that within one year he would be made a 
member of the Reich Government. It is afa thot in 1939 he actually became 


na 


Minister without Portfolios Did Sey seInquars in his capacity as an v» 


gS 


Obergruppenfuehrer and as My nister v. “shout Fo lio carry out any functions 


SeyssaIngiart didn't become bereruppenfuehrer 
but Gruppenfuehror. That w2% anh. norary rank which was given hins He had 
no powers to issue orders And he never served in the 55, as far as I knows 
He merely wore the unig orm, and latcr on he wrs promoted Obercruppenfuchrere 
In other words, this was entirely 2 question of uniforms it was an honorary 
ranks 
Q Thank youe One year later Seyss-Inquart 
S 


Commissioner for the Netherlands and in the Law Gi ctherlands 
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this appointment was published together with a Reich Law Gazettee Do you 
know whether apart from those published decrees from Hitler which made him 
Reich Tom Governor when he wé sn't given a task within the framework of 
the four-year plan? 

A At the moment of his appointment as Reich Commissioner for the 
Netherlands Seyss-Inquart suffered under the same limitations which I 
described yesterday in conne ction with Frenk and Rosenberge I, other words, 
there was a certain limitaton that said that the Plenipotentiary for the 
Four Year Plan could exercise his powers whidvhe had everywhere else, that 
is to say, his position was limited from the wordinge 

Q That was tho position dthe German Police in the Netherlands? 

Was the German Police under the direct orders of the Defendant Seyss-Inquart 


4 


or wis it under the Reich Leader $5 Hime ier? 


A The conditions here are exactly the same as I described them 
yesterday f or the Government Generale The hisher 55 and Pc ‘lice leader was 
at the disposal of the Reich Cormissioner but his actual functions car 
from EHymmlcre 

Q Thank youe Do you, Witness, recollect that you at the beginning 


7 


of 194 told the Defendant, who was then Reich Cormissioner for the 
Netherlands, of an order from the Fuchrer ordering him to supply fron the 
Netherlands 250, 000 workers? And can you remember that Seys S= Inquart 
refused? 

A This is the letter whichI had previous sly mentioned when I was 
being asked questions in connection with Sauckelo It is a circular 
letter which asked everybody to support Sauckelts actions and individual 
departments were given demands regarding the figures of the workers they 
were to supplye Whether that was 250,000 workers, in connection with 
Seyss-Inguartts case, that I cannot remembers I don't knowe But I do 
know that SeysseInquart expressed himself against the raising of that 
figure of 250,000 and had considerable qualmSe He asked me to take that to 


the Fuchrer 


DR» STEINBAUER: Thank youe I have no further questionse 
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BY DRe LATERNSER (Counsel for General Staff and OKW): 

Q Witness, in 1933 did Hitler come to power with the help of the 
Armed Forces? Was there any military pressure employed in that connecti on? 

A I myself didn't participate imediate ely in the seizure of powere 
I can't tell you, therefore, with absolute certainty. At any rate, nothing 
is known to,me that the Reichswehr == the Armed Forces -- at that time had 
any influence upon the seizure of powere I assume that if it had been the 
ease one would have heard about ite 

193 the coordination of the position of head of the State and 

Chancellor took place, whi was unificd in Hitler's persone Could 
military leaders have refused to sweer an cath of allegiance to Hitler? 
Would this be a constitutional crire? 

The law regarding the head of the State appeared in accordance with 
the constitution and this made the Fuehrer the Supreme Commander of the 
Armed Forces, and any p< ssibility to resist == that would have been 
impossible; it would have been a revolts it would have been mutiny. 

‘Q Did you ever hear that military leaders made proposals regarding 
the starting of an aggres 

No, not the 

It is well known that Hitler did not permit military leaders to 

any influence upon his politiéal decisions, Did you know of ary 
statement made by Hitler by which he depitived Generals of the right to 
participate in politic 

The Fuchrer has talked about the personalities of the Generals, 
and individual Genera e€ has praised them fron the mi zitapy point of 
views As far as politics were emcerned, he was always of theSpinion that 
they knew nothing about politics and that one should > them away from a 
position where political matters had to be decided, 

Q It is also know that Hitler wuldn'+ suffer anybody to contradict 


him. Wasn't the deeper reason for Byombergts dismissal and the dismissal 


Fritsch and Beck the fact that they repeatedly contradicted him? 
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I did assume that the personal differences did have their 


effect of causing the dismissal of Schacht, Blomberg, Von Neurath and Fritsch. 
But I hive never 1 ent at such conferences and I cannot make any state- 


ments but I a } shat ften 


le Did Hitler have 


cannot answer that The Fuchrer had a certain amount 


them what actually applied to them. 

she gencrals wsre concerned, nobody 

than he had 
circle of er's unrestrained cone 


military lea 


1s the reason that the bulk 


ich commissions and only a few under 


a L 


n told that 
tors and if civilian 
rine 
further questions, 


examine? 


matter upon which I want’ to ask you, as to the 


Reichministe ion of Nazi Germanye It appears, 


estimony, that thero were men with very little authority or 
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jurisdiction or power of command of any kind. That they were made of straw. 
Is that 90? 
Well, no authority e ss 
Qe But, they were of an extremely limited charactere ThatIs what you 
are sying to the Tribunal, isn't it? 
Ae Generally speaking, they were administrative chiefs. They were not 


litical ministers who, in large scale political matters, took an active 


authority than the authorities of Germany had under the previous 
Constitution? 

A ..That no doubt was the ASe Under the previous Constitution there 
was an election amongst the Ministers, and they hod the power of voting out 
any members of the Cahinet which they didn't like. 

am not poins to put t& you some observations which you yourself 
maide in 1938 about the powors of administration under the Fuehrer's State, 
I am referrine to document 

"Out of this total basic c neentration of power of authority in the 
person of the Fuchrer, howevér, no excessively strong and unnecesss 
centralization of administ&ation in the hacn of the Fuehrer results in the 
vovernmentsl administration, In my general elaborations on the basic concept 


of the Fuchrer state T have already pointed out that the subordinate leader's 


(Unterfuechrer) authority, directed downward, forbids interference with every 


individual order he may issue, This principle is manipulated by the Fuehrer 
in his rovernment leadership in such a manner that for example the position 
of the Reich ministers is actually much more independent today than formerly, 
even though today the Reich ministers are subordinated to the Fuehrer's un- 
limited power of command in their entire officinl sphere, even in every in- 
dividual-measure and decision in the most trivial matters. ‘jillineness to 
ability to make ‘ecisions, arrressive energy, and real 
authority -- these are the qualities which the Fuehrer demands primarily of 
his subordinate lenders. Therefore he allows them the greatest freedom in the 


execution of thejr affairs and in the manner in which they fulfill their tasks, 
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Nothine is more foreirn to him than narrow or fault-finding criticism." 


© 


That is a picture of the power of Roichministers, which is very different 
from the picture you are painting for the Tribunal, is it not? 
A. In my ovinion, there isn't the least contradiction. All I am saying 
is that every Minister did not have unlimited nower in large scale 
matters, but thet he, as supreme commander in his own sphere, had 
that the Fuchrer wasn't going to be smalleminded about 
as righte Hers in this document we are concerned with 
pleture, of course a picture of one man Cecisions of 


your 


trying to present to the Tribunal? 


he was restricted He had 


power was only concentrated 


or instance. You way he was a 


no authoritye 


of wealth he was 


But 
territories, as recommendatinns the extent 
of black market operations, men like Funk were indispensable and were asked to 
give their recommendations, did they not? 
cooperated, yes, but he did not work with the Reich commission in 


occupied territoricse 


All these ministers were indispensable to the rusning of the Nazi 


Statc, were thoy not? 
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f they necessary for their cooperatione 
Yes, of course, the necesse 


- ‘ 
Funk had 


ay far as 


tl 


; : P a a sr no J)o you remember tl 
jrectly subordinate to the shre 3 


F orkinre 
wis under the fuchrer, workin 





And he wes advising the Fu 


1 
\ 


went to sce 


He very rarely 
But he, in the vital sphere 
2 $ 


to commuüniczte to the 


tant d.cisions 


a 


I don't know to what extent the 


ny conference regarding armament 


a 


~~ 


hout portfolio did continue to reeciv 


wit 


they not? 


ya 


frites 
Incy r 


The Defendant Frank, for instance, 


He continued eccive 


portfolio? 


reccived all comnunicati ons 


And when the Govenor Ge 


aS 


a oifice 


ministerial 


are you talking 


ank had an 


Reich Cabinut did not a 


The nly existed 


Reich Cabinet 


urse, written administrative matters 


+ 


o 


16 Ministers of the Reich Cabi 


communications as tc the lecislative tasks 


r 
i 


z} 


even though they were not available for c 


| 
i 


A They got -= he got everthing that 


MAJOR ELYN JONES: I think itts time 


EA O iccat nyt p 
THE PRESILENT: YUS, 


(The Tribunal adjourned 
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he had impor- 
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sunt was not present 


ü rearnamente 
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garding ministerial matters, Ministers 
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vich 


rog] tf 


communications cabinct, 


ecvived all communcaticns, yes, 


without portfolio? 


ons 


ther ministers, 


1c main- 


rs were directud to 


e P 
ontinu -aq 


E 
Ul 


writ 


L 
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nst, like Frank, continucd to recveive 


ourformances of the Reich Cabinet, 


xr meetings? 


ther ministers rcevived, 


to break off, 


until 1400 hours, ) 





Inter 
matter of the i 
h Republi 


Germany , I 
Lord Justice Lawrence 


28Wued 


mr hr 


EXAMINATION Continued 


Witness, I want to ask you some questio 


eS eae ies mat 2 <P 
ming throug ill you plea: 


frank 18 a ir i of yours, 


Frank, 


answering this question roulc 
as submitted 
ould like 
connection 
if 
doubt they 


ne 


+. - lo 


ally wcll, and I was no closer to him than 
verament. 


leading Nazi 


never considered myse a ing Uational Socialist jurist, 


Jurist, or that vou were not a 


National Socialist Part; Naturally, in my capacity or 
National Socialist State, I made every cffort to repres 


J 
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ave said that : 2 3 Hans Frank was concerned, he was a jurist 
+ 
Who opposed th arbituary use of power by the police, 
thet in some of his Speeches, These speeches were disaproved by 

Fuchrer, 

Q He was a man who bolicved in fsir trials, was he? 

A ‘hat kind of procucdings are you refcrring to? 

Criminal trials, 
as always for the right; but I did not quite understand what you were 

Saying. I did not quite get it. If you mean fair, yes 


was in favor of fair trials and he resisted the acbituary power of the 


is your evidence 


ad 1 a < + a “ wo 7 ap ~ a la o oo 
tiesSs matters be liv y Yrs, ana CAPP CSSCG himself in 


favored a liberal administration in the 


eral? 


will try Did you 
Sponsib] 


ole 


rn 4 


A That is an action whi n was totally un.noọown to me Abou Ve ago 
gentleman m aud this term to me, that Frank Was accused of this AB action, 
However, I don't 


tne administration of 


n which resultud in 


sh intclligentsia, 


whi ht 1 ne 
vn oxhibitcd as 
SUL the nist ry of this ac tii al 
~ tat + AA h la +41 meta p S “J a 
Something of the circunstenecs sf Lt. 
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A At which page is that, plvcase? 
of the annex to that text. You will sec on that page that the 
conference at which Frank, the Govenor 
State Buchler, SS Brigadicr Streckenbach, and a Colonel 
Mucllor were present. You will see thure that Frank decreed, with immediate 
effuct, thet the task of carrying out an extraordinary pacificati.n program be 
siven to the Chicf of the iri Police, to conmence immediately, The more 
important details of the action were then discusso, ind Brigadier Streclenbach 


formally given the necessary authority by the Govenor General. The Governor 
t 4 J 


3 


then ordured a detailed report to be made on the 30th of Maye 
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Ihen, I want you to look at page 2 of that text, at a report of the con- 
fcrence on the 30th of May, where you, and, what is more important, this 
Tribunal, may be able to judge what kind of jurisprudence Nazi jurists believed 
ine 

You will sce, on page 43 of the English text of 2233=PS, a report of the 
police conference on the 30th of May, where Frenk and Krueger and others were 
present, 

Ae Iwa: nover present at these conferences. 

Qé I want you to see how far removed Frank, the apostle of decency in 
administration, was from the true Frank that was Governor General of Poland. 
You will ¢ there that Frank states: "If I had not the old Nazi guard of 
fighters of the Police and SS, with whom could we then carry out this policy?" 

The report, which the Tribunal is already familiar with, goes on to 
describe how, now that the German aggressions in the West were in full swing, 
it was possible for Frank to fo through with this n against the Polis} 
intelligentsia. 

ivernor General contradicts what I gathered from “is vhblic 
peeches an Lt rathered contrary to that, I cannot utter a viow, because 
I do not know what ho waic Lt may be that many of his speeches are in 
contradiction to spcechss whi ve at other timese I was just concerned 
in tostifying to those speeches the Fuchrer disapproved of, which he 
that he was prohibited from 
I was concerned with those speeches, If} the Yovernor Goncral made 
other speeches and made notes ir s diary, I camot tell you about that, and 


especially at this momente 


Let us be quite clear, Do you know that egime of Frank in the 


G 
overnment Gomeral was a murderous one? 


he ever had nay knowledge of anything like thet. 
Qe Did you reccive any reports from him, or from some other source, of 
misgovernment in the Governnent General? 


misgovernment in the Governor-Generalship 


were complaints on the part of Frank, snd by other 
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Did you have knowledge of the utter ruthlessness of Frank's methods 
in tho Government General? 
A. I only wmderstood half of your question, I am SOrrye 
Qe You were receiving reports from Frank as to what he was doing in the 
Government General, were you not? 
Reports came in repeatedly, which I hurriedly passed on to the 
Fuchrer; I just passed theme In most cases they went to Bormann or the 
adjutant office of the Fuchrer. These were reports =- 
a momente If you deal with the questions I put to you, we shall 
get on much fastor, you knowe Just answer the questions I put, briefly. 
am going to put to you one message which Frank's diary indicated that you 
reccivede 
At page 41 of ti ext of Frank's ¢ is this entry for 
the 5th of August: 
"The Governor sends the following teletype to Reich Minister 
Dr. Lamers: 
Warsaw is, for the most part, in flames. The burning down 
s the surest way of getting the insurgents out of their holes. 


After this insurrection and its crushine, Wersaw will rightfully suffer or be 


ss deserved fate of being completely annihiliated." 
you recollect recciving that teletype? 
To my knowledge this report did come in, and it was given over to the 


r 


Fuchrer immediately, However, I personally was not concerned with the action; 

that was a military measure and in tho normal course of events the military 

reports came to the Fuchrer directlye In all probability I passed this tele- 
nly to the Fuehrer, but to th: Chiel of the OKH. 

Ye Lt am not concerned with the action which you took in these circum- 
stances; I am concerned with your knowledge, because you have denied to this 
Tribunal, time and time again, that you ever knew anything of these 
abominations that were going on under the Nazi regime. So just deal with the 


question of your knowledge at the momente 


703 
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You have said =e 
he I know that this report was received. 
And that was a characteristic Frank message, was it not? 


Ae It was that an annihiliotion action head been decreed in Warsaw and 


that there wos fichting going on in Jarsawe However, I could not give any 


deerees or instructions to the Governor General, The report was meant for 
the Fuchrer and not for me personallye 
Yousay that Frank was opposed to the institution of concentration 

campse. That is your evidence, is it not? Is it your evidence that Frank was 
opposed to concentration canps? 

Frank told me, in a general way, that he wes against interning 
in concentration camps, for he agreed with me in my view that such 
would at least have to have 


That is 


one brief extract from his diary to show 
wm cammse I am reading from nage 45 of the 
Polish intclligentsia, and he 
not need to deport these elements to the concentration 
the Reich, first, because we should only hive hothers and unnecessary 
correspondence with their familicse" Thons "Instead, we shall liquidate 
things in the country itsel 
Then he goes on to say this here will be no cencentration camns in 
the real sense in the Government Generale What prisoners from the Government 
General there are in the concentration comns in the Reich must be put at our 
disposal for the ARB A,tion, or dealt with there. 
part of the world is to be liquidated irmediately," 
That is why Frank opposed the institution of concentration camps. He 
believed in immediate murder, did he not? 
Ae It may be that the dinry of Frank and his actions do not agree wilh 
whet he told me, but I can only testify to what he told me in his opinion of 


9 


concentration cams. “hat he grid in his diary I do not know, and how he 
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acted in practice I do not know either, because I was not to supervise the 
u aXe Vv Ae et 


Governor Genernl. 
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You have spoken of the battle between Frank and various other 


Reich comnissars and Reich ministers and the SS. I suggest to you that the 


battle between Frank and the SS Brigadier Krueger was a battle for power, 


a battle between personalities, and was not connected in any way with 
Frank's desire to see decency and justice determine the administration 
of the Government Generale 

If you mean that, that is not in accord with what Frank tolc me 
and how he actede You must questicn Mr. Frank about that, for I am not 
responsible for whet he dics in fact, I can only testify as to what he 
told mee 

You see, you were receiving reports not cnly from Frank himself 
but from the SS, were you not? 

A Reports cf many kinds came to me and they were passed on in a 
routine manner, for which I was just a passing through and transmission 
centere Reports from the SS did in most cases not go through my office. 

You aremother of these highly placed post offices on which the 
Nazi Reich were founded, were you? 
sorry; I don*t follow youe 
Do you remember communic:ting with Himmler about the situation 
in the Government General? 

A Yese I know thot Himmler wanted to remove Frank from the Govern- 
ment General, He would nether have had a different Governor General in 
that position. 

You submitted a report to Himmler on the strength of a discussicn 
you had had with SS Lieutenant General Krueger, did you not? 

àt the moment I cannot recall a discussion with General Krueger. 

Will you just lock at the document 2220-PS, which will be Exhibit 
GD 32le That is your report to Himmler. You will see that that report is 
cated the 17th of April, 1943, addressed to Himmler, reference the situation 
in the Government Generale I just read some of it; it has not been read 
befores 

"Dear Mr, Reich leaders 

"We had agreed at our conference on March 27th of this year that 


written texts should be worked out about the situation in the Government 
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General on which our intended mutual report to the PEN could be based." 
That was the mutual report of the SS end yourself, œnd then the next 
graph reads: "The material -- 

å That was on the basis of instructions from the Fuehrer that 
certain complaints against Frank would be investigated by mee A series 
of complaints had heen entered against Frank, and the Fuehrer had given 
instructions that Himmler and I should investigate the matter. That is 
the matter we are concerned with now, 

And you with your colleague, Himmler, you see, were actively 
interested in this matter, I just want you to look further at this report. 
You will see that in the report itself it is headed, in paragraph Ag 

"The task of the German administration in the Government General: 

"The German administration in the Government General has to 
fulfill the following tasks: 

tle Forth purpose of securing food for the German people, 
to increase agricultural production and utilize to the fullest extent, 
to allow sufficient raticnsto the native papulation occupied with work 
essential for the war effort, and to deliver the rest to the armed forces 
and the homeland." 

Then it goes on to deal with the difficulties of extracting 
sufficient mnpower and wealth from tho territory of the Government Gencral 
for the benefit of the Third Reich, And then towards the end it deals 
specifically with the utilization of manpower, and it is to that para} 
graph that I desire to craw your particular attention, Have you found 
the paragraph headed "utilization ‘of manpowcr", ccaling with the difficul- 
ties that the administration in the Government General was confronted with? 
I draw your attention to it because it contains the sentence: "It is clear 
that these difficulties have been increased by the elimination of Jewis! 


manpower" 


A “ndi where is that, plese? 


eae s See RENE R 
Ir is in tie paragraph headed "Utilization of manpower e 
But that is not my reports that is not a report f minse 

Dut you said that in your covering letter that the memorandun 
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was checked with General Krueger, who agrees with it in fulle You re- 

collect in your covering letter you indicated that this memorandum had 


eceived your consideration. New, whether you wrote that or not is not 


r 
t 


he matter that I am concerned with at the moment. What I want you to 
explain to the Tribunal is, first of all, did you appreciate that this 
report contained the sentence "It is clear that these difficulties of man- 
power have baer 

I cannot reply to docu» 


ments which arc paves Jorg mises I have I find it quite impos- 


yj want you to concern your= 

entence, you Seces You can take it that in the last para 
cranh but one of thatreport there appears this sentence aboub the elimina- 
tion of Jewish manpower, and whet I am voine tc suggest to you is that == 


y: I haven't read this sentences I haven't found the 


+ 


it at the top or at the bottom of the page? 
If I am to reac the whole page in crder to fine the sentence, I will need 


ral 


fow minutes, Can you indicate the aporeximate location for me? Krueger 
is reporting this, an! he probably means the further evacuation of the 
Jews to the East. Oo not mean what he means, and I am not in the posi- 
tic o tell you about one sentence which is torn cut of the cont 
fourteen 

climination of Jewish manpower is 
or Jewish manpower? 
not knows I will have to read the complete document 
y ? 


before I can sive you any testimony on ite There are fourteen closely 


writen pages, and I do not know what the continuity isə 
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You know, do you not, that Hans Frank hinself was in favour 
xternination of the Jewish people? 
whether he had this view or did not have it I cannot tell you. tte 
the exact opposite of that view, and as a witness I can only tell you 
what he told me and nes what he 


A 


4 


in which 


12 of 


roct then or 
7s Which will 


sneral must 


Its ie conhrary to what he told mes and that is all I car say on that 
point 

that on the 
tember 1o) 
and when ho rales an anur the 2ad of turyst 29:2. ho says tbat only a few 
labor conp4 


4 
[i 


That it actually happened, that 


d responsible for. Whether he did it or not, that must be 
But at any rate I never knew anything about these things. 
In view of your translation of elimination as emigration, *rank 
in connection with those millions that this Tribunal knows were murdered: 
the others have, let us say, emigrated, ire you using the word "emigrated! in 
n equally cynical and brutal sense as that ? 

A I am not in a posi to corrient on the entries in his diary, lr. 
Frank hinself will 

Q You, witness, were from the seginning of this tale of terror involved 


in assisting in drafting legislation towards achieving the end of racial perse~ 
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cution, were you not? Is that not so? Did you’ not put your sicnature the 
tuchrer decree enpowaming Hinualer to carry out the necessary neasures 
minate from the territory í he “eich racial clements that you as Nazi did 
not approve? 
I do not recall that I over Signed anything like that. 
attention to ite It is docunent 686=PS, which 
the decree of Hitler to strengthen German folkdom, That is the 
it. It is dated the 7th of October, 
I know of the decree 
I thought it would not surprise you, 
It does not concern this natter, +t 
Just look at the first clause of LG LG 
"The Reichsfuchrer SS JLigation in accordance with ny dircctives 
ck for final return into the Reich all German nationals and recial 
Gcrmans in the foreign countries, 
Paragraph 2; 
"To eliminate the harmful influence of 
which r 
that the Reichefuehrer SS is 
his obligation, 


You signed that decree 
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It is cofrect. It doesn't say that Jews are to be killed. We were 


concerned with the elimination of a detrimental elemente We are not ce rcerned 


here with the elimination of foreign clements, merely with the detrimental 
influence of certain elements of the populationsto renove the influence cf 
people does not mean that the person himself is to be removede 

Q are you, as the head of the Reichschancellery, the man who knew all 
the secrets of the Third Reich, saying to this Tribunal that you had no 
knowledge of the murder of millions and millions whowere murdered under the 
Nazi regime? 

A I will say that I did not know up until the moment of thetime of 
collapse, that is, the end of ¿pril and the beginning of May; through 
foreign radio I received these reports but at that time, I did not telieve 
these reports and later on, here, through the papers, I received further 
material about that but as far as the climination of a detrimental 
influence is concerned, that does not nean the annihilations not with one 
word did the Fuchrer talk about murdering, not with one word was a plan like 
that ever considercde 

I now want you to turn your attention to the defendant Rosenberite 


told us that the first you heard of several of the rajor nilitary 
J í y 


invade the Soviet Union? 
I learned that, as f is aggressive action against Russia is 
concerned, after the action had boen completed. Before Fuchrer never 
mentioned aggressive action or war against Russias le spoke only about 
warlike entanglenents with Russia which were to be considered and might be 
imminent but I did not interpret that as aggressive war on Russias 
Q  Didyou know that the war between Nazi Germany and the Soviet Union 
was a defensive war on the part of Nazi Germany? 
A The Fuchrer never told me anything axcept what I have already 
testified to, that concentration of troops had een observed which micht 
lead us to conclude that warlike @ntanclements with Russia are to be thought 


of or to be declared in any and all comts, and therefore, let Mre Rosenberg 
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.concern himself with the questions of the Fast. Beyond that, I knew nothinge 
I didn!t know at all that aggressive action was to be takene 
Q Just one minutce 
But one might have concluded that we would be attacked as far as 
we were informed; it was pictured that waye 

Q But you, you know, witness, that as early as the 20th of April 
1941, Hitler was planning and plotting the details of action against the 
Soviet Unione Just look at Exhibit 865-PS, USA 143, will you? That, as 
you will sec, is a decree of the Fuchrer, in which it is dated the 20th 
April 191, and, let me remind you, that the invasion of the Soviet Union 
by Nazi Germany did not take plwe until the 22nd of Junce On the 20th of 
April, you signed that decree, in which Hitler named Rosenberg as "My 
issioner for the central control of questions connected with the East 
Buropean Regions" 

A Yes, that is correcte I have never testified to anything elsce 
That was the f irst mission which Rosenberg was given and it was on this 
occasion that the Fuehrer was speaking about a possible warlike entanglonent 
with Russiae 

Q Just a minute. Answer the question JT an prtting to you at the 

stanations Jeter SOM ee urther cow 


s 3 n | Ph arn a Karte} Dey cs] 
sce it is a Lecter from you to Keitel, arte 
f April, in which you say, tHorewith I am sending you a copy of 
` r sabanda Datahalaite Ineanhor 
Fuchrerts decree by which the Tuehrer appointed Reichsleiter Rosenberg 


ig Commissioner for the Central Control connected with the 


De 


pa 


capacity, Reichsleiter Rosenberg is 
essary proparations for the proLahle emergency with a1 speede 
ying that thesi activities of yours and Rosenberg at that time were not 
connected with aggressive plans on the part of Nazi Germany? 
A I dœ not wish to say that at any part; tho Fuehrer was concerned 


F n jr Saved t Soh 
with the matter, as I said before, but the Fuehrer believed that we mi nt 


j j P necessity throvsn 
get into a war with Russ ia, but that was the matter of necessity thro 


which Rosenberg was to have this miss.ony but not with one word 15 
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„aggressive war mentioned and indeed there never was any such thought e 
Q Do you think that Rosenberg was in cormunication with other g@covernnent 
departments of the Third Reich, in connection with this preparation for 


aggression against the Soviet Union, weeks before the invasion took placo3 


do you not? 


A 


A He had influence on "whom", did you say? I didn't quite follow, 
Q Perhaps I was not understoods He was: collaborating with other 
departments of the Third Reich weeks before the invasion happenede 


A 


A In carrying out his plans he may have worked with cther departments 


but what the sccpe and the aim was, that I do not know, and what further 


instructions he had from the Fuchrer, that I do not know eithero 

Q At least you o know that Hitler made clear to Rosenberg, befcre he 
took officc, what the main principles of Nazi policy towards the conquered 
territories of the Soviet U,ion was to be, do you not? You attended the 
conference of Hitler on the 16th of July 1941, when he set out his principles 
and aims with regard to the Soviet Union? 

A After the outbreak of the war this happened but not beforee Before 


theoutbreak of the var, as far as I was concerned, and to me, there was never 


Hitler's 
eonference in July igi, in the very first weeks of this man’s responsibility, 
and you heard Hitler in tah ce rforence enunciating a program of terror and 


brutality and exploitation, 
Already, on the 16th of July, Mr, Rosenberg had his d ubts and 

objectede 

Q But they were doubts which didn't cause him to leave his post and he 
continued until the Red Army made his position somewhat uncomfortable in 
the East, did he not? 

A Yes, but he always followed mitigating principles and actionse I 
spoke about his activities g@nerallys J do not know about every special. 


Naanhe S W. z 
measure which he t~-k and I can only tell you what Rosenberg told me 
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personally, what he complained about personally, and what he enumerated as 
his objectives to mee If indeed and in practice he acted differently, that 
I do not knowe 

Q You were familiar with the conflicts between Rosenberg and Koch, 
the Reichcommissar for the Ukraine, were you not? 

A Yes, I knew that very welle Rosenberg was always the man who was 
for mitigating influences and who wanted to have all matters, political 
matters handled reasonablye Koch was the one who leaned toward a more 
radical soluticne 

Q When you say a ‘more radical sclution," what do you mean by thaty 
"Mass murder"? 


No, Ido not mean that at all. 


But you did in fact know that Koch was a murderer, did you not? 
3 


That Koch was a murderer? 


not know the particulars, 
Q Iwill just draw your attention to them Look at the document 
532@PS, which will be GB 321, the document vhich has not yet been exhibited. 


That is a report dated the 2nd of April 191.3, from Rosenberg to Himmler, 


with a copy to youe It is a report on the murder of the 


Zyman wooded area so that there cc uld be established a place for 


Reiehscommissar Koch to hunt ine 


I know of this complainte I transmitted it to the Fuchrere Mre 


ichsconmissar Koch had id he had a certain 


Rosenbers complained that Rei 


complained about 


revion cleansed for he wanted to hunt there 
this to the Fuchrere 
an emigration or does that 


me 


Q And this word "cleansed," does that 


mean murder? 


A To cleanse means to make it frece 


Q I dmtt want you to shut this document. I just want you to 1 ok 


s 3 = m Aor r r 4 } Ar m ( SPa 
at this document because you have denied kn ledge that Koch was a mur lercre 


Tn paragraph 2 of the report you see thiss 
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"Now, I received the following information from an old Party Comrade 
who has worked for nine months in Vollnia and Podolia for the purpose of 
preparing for the taking over of a District Comissariat or of a chief 
section in General District Volhnia and Podoliae This information goes as 
follows: 

"On the order of the highest position it was directed that the whole 
Rayon Zuman be evacuatede Germans and Ukrainers both stated that this was 
happening because the Reich Commissar wishedto have the whole wocded area 
Zwan for his beloved huntinge In December 1942 (when the cold was alrcady 
severe) the evacuation was berune Hundreds of families were forced to pack 
all their possessions over night and were thencvacuated a distance of 
over 60 kme Hundreds of men in Zuman and the vicinity were mowed down 
by the gunfire of an entire Police Company, %because they were Communist 


party menbers!e Na Ukrainer believed thise 


Have you not found it witness, »ecausc I want you to follow this, you 


SOC» Have you found it? 


A Nog I have not found ite 
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A No, I have not found ite 05 -0063 

It is very difficult to follow these embarrassing parts of the 
‘ocument, you knoWe 

Yes, I found the places 

I will read the last sentence so that your memory as to these 
murders might be refreshede 

"Hundreds of men in Zuman and the vicinity were mowed dow by 
the sunfire of an entire police company because they were Communist 
Party memberse No Ukrainian believed this and likewise the Germans were 
perplexed by this argument because if the security of the area were at 
stake it would have been necessary to execute communistically inclined 
elements in other regions, On the oontrary it was generally maintained 


4 


thot those men were ruthlessly shot cown without juccement because so 
extensive an evacuation in so short a time was out of the questinn and 
furthermore therewas not enough space available at the new place for 
settling the evacuees," 

Are you saying that after reacing that report you did not know 

Koch was amurcerer? 

A On the strength of tht report I did everything possiblee The 
report w-s immediately submitted to the Fuechrer and if it actually took 
place then I must acmit it was murder but today I do not reall if this did 
take place but if it did it was murder but I am not a judzee 

Rosenberg complained very Htterly in this matter and the matter 
was immediately passed on to the Fuchrere 

Nosenberg continued in office with this mm as one of his 
commissars, did he not? 

Ae far 2s he was concerned the Fuchrer gave the decision to 
Lormann and he tril to console Rosenberge Rosenberg tried to 
repeatedly but was not le to do 806 

I want to turn to another territory so that you can give further 


information to the Court as to the oncitions in the occupied territories 


ecause what I am putting to you generally, you sec, is that the battles 


that were going on there were battles between ruthless men struggling for 
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power and that there was a totally absent from this scene of Nazi control 
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any person who was pressing for human decency, pressing for human pity. 
You were not pressing for either of those things, were you? 
A I did not qite understand your question. There are several 
languages it seems to me on this channel, at least there is a distur- 
bancee May I ask that you please repeat the questione 
You, in the situation in which you found yourself, were not acting 
on the side of human pity or human cecency in this regime, were you? 
I was always on the side of human decency anc pity ond I did 
manythingse I have saved the lives of perhaps one huntred thousand to 
two hundred thousand Jewse 
All you did was to forward annihilation reports to the Himmlers 
and Bormanns and Hitlers, was that not so? 
Annihilatin orcers, no I did not issue any of theme They 
never went through my handse 
There is one matter vhich went through your hands relating to 
the defendant Keitel and the ruthless policy that Terboven was carrying out 
against the Norwegian peoples I draw your attention to the document -- 
I asked Mr, Keitel to define his position anc I objected to the 
Puehrer against the shooting € hostages and my officials, my subordinates 
can vouch for that. 
I just. want to draw your attention to cocument 671-7S, vhich 
wili be Exhibit G.sB. 322, which is a letter from Keitel to yourself and 
is related to the seport by Terboven in document 870-PS, which my learned 
friend Sir Davia Maxwell-Fy#e put in in connection with the defendant Keitel. 
Now, you will see that that letter, 871-IS, is a letter from 
Keitel to yourself Mhd it says in the first paragraphs 
"In view of checking sabotage in Norway I agrce with the view 


3 á ELEN. 3 A E we! 
of the Reichscommissicner for Norwegian territory to the extent 


THAT 
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that I expect results from reprisals only if they are carried out ruth- 
leossly and if Keichscomnissioner Terboven is authorize? to carry out 
shootings," 

Yes, I submitted that to the Fuehrer and at the same time expressed 

view against the shooting of hostages and I was successfulto the 

Fuchrere 

You were successful in what respect 

The Fuehrer in a discussion in which Terboven participated 
expressed explicitly that the shooting of hestaces was nt to take 
on that scope and thet extent which he desired and others wantcde Hostages 
were to be taken only from the circle of miscreants. 

So the effect of your intervention was that the murders did not 
take place on the scale thatTerboven wanted to cemnmit them, did it? 

tes, Terboven wanted to have Llargeescale shootings of hostages 
but the Fuehrer did not approve of thet and I objected to the shooting 
of hostages and the gentlemen of the Reichschancellory can vouch for that. 


4 anc as a result 


A 


s Yes, it is right that I received this messagee Matters took 


p 


the following courses I had a request from Terboven and then I wrote to 
ni told him that I intended to tmit the request of Terboven 
Fuehrer -- please give me your views and your position. Then the 
came back from Keitel and then it was submitted to the Fuehrer. 
The requost of Terboven 


£ 


cn that first of all the miser its were to be taken; 


be taken out of tho cirasle of the but shootings were 


knew perfeectly well thet over all the territory 


hostages were taken, fathers and mothers were killed 


you saying you 


not know that for I was not supervising the people in 


i PT 
] j 5 i 1 T : r "ea OCCHOLE OUNTV1LES © 
theoccupied territ-rieg gna T pagea wan o phe ocemwrled cou 


you vwe 


m thor ra % 
“ut you were receiving reports from there, anc j 


between the ministers. Just a minute =- you were 
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q.. 


lin: between the -- now will you listen to my qucstion? 
D 
You were the link between the ministers of the occupied territaries nd 


. 


ioler, were you not: 


` A 


å Not in all cases, nos Many of them went through Bormann, especially 
cbovoans, My officials and my subordinates in the Chanceilory can vouch for that. 
serboven went over my head cll the time anc sent his reports to Bormann, 
You were working hand in hand -- 
Of course some of them went through me, 
You were working hand in glove with Bornenn, you know, were you not? 
Yes, I had to work with 
You had to work with him? You wre ithe head of the Reichschancellory. 
In orcer to submit =rcposals to the Fuehrer I had to go through 
Bormianne I had to work closely with him to keep the Party acrecment on many 
tuings end in many matters the agreement of the Party was prescribed and therefore 
I had to work with 
Q Did you find it distasteful to wrk with Bormam? 
I did not particularly like it. It was my duty to wrk with hin. 
Of course I am suggesting to you, yo s that the power which you and 
Bormann exercised was ve 
A Yes, it was a one-sided activity for Bormann could go to the Fuchrer 
daily but I only every six or eight weeks, Bormann alwys passed on the decision 
of the Fuehrer to me and had personal audiences 
Q You were seelzing to the very end t 
Bormann, were you not? 
I had to work with Bormann, 


cortain things to tns attention of the Fuelirer 


arsonal. cise n with the Fueire 


fact - I can tell 
heard by the Fuehrer any longer and I complained thas 


Longer go On. 
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Q Am you say in that l-tier in the last paragraph but one: 
"For our unenimous cooperation to date has for a long time bem a thom 
flesh of one person a another, beccuse they would have preferred to 
Lher, 
paragreph but one of your letter, right ot the end of it. 
next to the lasi age you man? 
last paragraph but one of your letter, the last sentence but thr 
"In conclusion I would like to sx gis that raragraph 
The sentence before that. 
"For our unanimous cooperation to cate 
Yes but I wald like to acu today that I did wish for 
rolotions and that it was the New Year 
Year and I stated that we might continve cor 
everything had nct gone well, 
Q You were not secking 
Bormmn. You were the link between the occupied territories 
L was not the compicte anc 
import-nee, The Reichscomnissars were 
Q I wart to ask you some questi ns now, not ebout terror 
in the territory that Gemeny conquered but about the torrér in Germ) 
You have testificd as to the defendont 
in effect a mn wthout power, 2 ma of stray hat is the rough effect of 
your evidence, isn't it? 
I said that he had ne influence on 
Q Did you not know that com 
comps went to Frick: 
Yes, mny cases were referred to T 
Q Do you know whether he exercised his power in sny substan 


the victims who were in those camps’ wor my question? 


A I can only understand ha of what yc we saying, Loud noi 


Y 


r 


interfere on my channel, Porhaps wd better take the earphones off 
No, put them on, 


eorphones on will you and just try potiently you seo, a little patience, 
220 
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Is it not a fact thet Frick was the person to whom petitions for releas 
from concentration camps went? 


uch petititions, of course, canc to Frick but numerous petitions of 


A 


that sort come to me, I desli with them carefully ond methodically and 


in many 


cases I was responsible for the release of certain people. 


whet did Frick do in his capacity as having authority in thes 


pr] ULL COC 


me anc what 
y - 
I do not 


you to listen to a affidavit by a Dr, 


T, 


of Law, which is Exhibit 601-~PS, 


He says that he is a Doctar of Levi; thet until the end of 


member of the Berlin Bar and acmitted as an attorney at law of 


courts. His leza sidence is now 88120 Elmhurst Avenue, Elunrst, 


Now York, 
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In his capacity as attorney he handled numerous concentratio: camp cases 
in the years 1933 to 1938 Ke remorhors distinctly that in the yoars 
195481935 he approached in several cases Frick's Vice Ministry the 


Interior as the agency superior to tho Gestapo for the release of concen= 


=] 


tration camp inmates rick's Minis’ ind special control functions 
over concontration camps. 
Tho deponent further states that he informed tho Ministry about 
illegal arrests, beatings, tortures, nistreatmont of inmatos, but the Ministry 
rolease and upheld the decisions of the Gestipo, 
That was Frick's attitude towards these neatters, wasnt 
A. I ronlly don't know just what caused Frick to make these cone 
plaintse You will ha 
Q But you have testifiod on behalf, you seo of Fricke If you now 
say you know nothing about him, thon J shall not troublo you further with 
wo of tho defendant Frick} but you gave evidence for himy you know. 
can only give evidence on his general princi 
causod him to give out particular mattcrs. 


said that in the Protcc' 


again v a man without power, That 


I said thon that he wes a more or less decorative 
but that does not exclude that he recoived petitions and pror 
k - 


did thom and in so far as was competent in those matters, 


Q You say ho was 2 decorativo personality. That is a mattor of 
tastoe But ono of his functions, at any rate, was that he was tho porson 
to decide whether death sentences in his torritory wore carriod out or note 


That's not a small matter for the human being in tho Protectorate of Bohonin 


and Moravia, you know. 


A Please thon let us eliminate the word"decorativo". I moan, 


decorative thon actual. The head of the state is usually compotont 
as eertain state matters are concerned, and Frick was the mon head 


state there and had to do with matters of releases and re prievos 


OS Cie 
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Q You know, witness, perfectly woll that it was within Friclts 
power to reprieve the death sentences that wore being carried out in the 
territory of Bohemia and Moravia, do 

A Yos, certainly thet was withi 
about thate 

Q And I suggest to you that Frick did not exercise Clomoncy or 
influonce by moderation, but on the contrary enforcod brutal measures 

gsinst the victims of Nazi administration in thet unfortunate part of 

Europe. 

A As far os the right to reprieve, he had that powcr, How ho oxe- 


ercisod that powor, according to what innor inciples he oxereised 


that >ower, I do not know. 


Q You were concerned with Trick and the Min 
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drafting 


eo 
ee) 


they have been put to you 


moment 


dval with your relations 


individ 
le +} y 
S GLscwnere 


ws esas 
Anda CAPLOLe 


you not? 


occupied countries 
Th2h 
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Q I want you to Look at the document 777-PS, which is already Exhibit 2F122, 


which consists of a letter which you sent to Rosenberg 


OF 


> p, pe alanas 
th Defendant, enclosing 


a report given to you by Stabsleiter Schicketanz to the Fuchrer, together with a 
report delivered by Reich Commissioner Dr. Seyss-Inquart, about the period from 
ay 29 to July 19, 1940. If you look et page 3 5. of; the 


English text, of 997=PS you will see 


} ET E 
ONS OUSLLnNes 


p : ae ne cin = Li a . . oe ~ a ee = a eee ye 
or German economic policy ir ‘ / ne paragraph is 


marked on your copy, so that 
might be eliminated. You sce it reads: 
"It is a question here of reducing tl 
of war as a matter of course, 
for the 
Just one moment and I will read ouù the passage to you, 


"It was clear that with the occupation of the Netherlands a largo number of 


econouiic but also police measures had t. be taken, the first on 


Mes 


U 


the purpos. of reducing the consumption of the population in order to get 


for the Reich, and, on the other hand, t ccure a just distribution of 


remaining sup: lies." 


That is a very concise sts ic economic policy that Seyss-Inquart 
was pursuing towards the Dutch 3 is it not? 


also a very reasonable policy. he con nad t recuced 


can be equally distributed in order to have s 1g Tor th 
report but rather a rey 


But the object of this reduction of consumption of 


to benefit the Reich so that the territory of the Low Countrics should 


a 


rat a E TE DS 4. The Soe Oh ERs, et he en 
should proiit., at h rhole policy, wasn 


other 
k ta he ane 
that is tos ay 


2 


we ney Wea a OY Tip 
Vd. CAPLOL VAULON » 


o tne Tribunal, it has the document and can read the language 


I want you now to turn your mind to the Defendant Sauck 


Lu 


knew quite well of the vast program of enslavement of th 
7426 





i 


Apr 9-A-RT-18-2 


Nazi forces that Sauckel was engazed upon, did you not? 
I had Sauckel's program at hand and also his explanation 
have the impression that this was an Lavement program. 


opinion very reflective and quite and he made all 


forces by voluntary enlistment -- those labor 


acquire labg 


to be necessary, 
you suggesting that you thought that the millions 


that Sauckcl dragegcd into the Reich came there voluntarily? 


A They dic not all come voluntarily. 


they came from France because of a law pas 


That was a measure taken by the 
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French Government e 
Q I want you to look at one of the first reports that you re- 

coivod from Saukel on his labor programe It is 1296-PS, Exhibit GB 325, 
It. starts with a letter from Saukel to you dated the 29th of July 1942: 

"Dear Roich Ministers 

"I an teking the liborty of sending you onclosed the copy of 
® report to th o Fuchrer and to the Reich Marshal of the Greater Gorman 
Roich for your informations. Hoil Iitlor, 


"Yours faithfully, 

"Fritz Seukel,” 
Yos, this roport t Lavo reached me, of course, 
Yese And you must presumably have examined it, did you not? 
Not right now; but it was submitted to me for mo to look at. 

And you examined it ot tho tine? 

I premime soe I may havo just Skipped through it quickly. It 

have any further intorost for MCe@ 

You will soo in the first page of the report itself that it 
indicates, for instanco, that in tho period fron April to July 1942, which 
vas tho first period of activity of Sauekel as plenipotentiary for manpower, 
ho had obtained a total of 1,659,794 foreien wrkers, and of those you 


that 221,009 were Soviot Russian prisoners of ware You saw that, didn't 


I probably did read it, ye but I had no reason to object to it, 
Sauckel was not my subordinate, le wa actually subordinato to the 
FoureYcar Plan; for practical purposes he was subordinate to the Fuechrer, 
This was not sent to me immediately and it was not given by me to the Fuvohrer 
because I knew that the same report had been submitted by Roichsloador 
Bormann to tho Fuchrer, I had nothing to do with this mnttor, 
Q But you know perfectly woll thet it wes wickedly wrong, didn't 
you, to compol soldiers that had boon emturod in bottio to go to wrk 
against their owm country? 


L. That was Sauckel's job aay ee with the officos that it had 
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to do with. As I said, he should arrange this withthe appropriate 
offices ond with the Wehrmacht, ond matters of international lew with tho 
foroign office. Moreover, I dontt sce in this report any mention of 
prisoners of war, 


G 


Q I don’t wont to Suggest that you arce-- 

A I havon't reac ything here of prisoners.of war so 

Q Just look at tho first page of the reporte Thero 
uystory about this, you know, You can road German perfectly 

l But I can't road pazos and ges of a long report 
minuto e 

Q Just look at the first pago of the reporte 

A ly y now I see it, 

Q And you know it at the beginning of the quest 
nattores= Just a minute, if you ploasoe When I; Speaking would you 
mind waiting until I havo finished before you interrupts Othorwise the 
ai! Ee 


translation machinery is not able to Cor a ompt translations You 


Sco from that report 
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quite clearly, do you not, that in the very first four months of Sauckel's 


career as a slave driver he obtained 221,009 Soviet prisoners of war to work 


in this labor machine? 
hat didn't interest me in detail, I had no supervisory powers in thi: 
matter, The repport as to whether he had done this or whether he right was btur- 
ned in and was taken up by the authorized offices, and it wasn't ny job to exa- 
inc this natter., I sinply reccived this so that I should know about it, 

Q You have testified on Sauckel's behalf that he resisted the suzcse 
tion that the SS should work in this sphere of Inbor personnel, Did you not say 
that ? 

No, that I did not say. I said that he did not want exclusively the 
that he wanted some support for the exclusive powers that he had 
ce, This was particularly true in the partisan rogions, 


You knew that Sauckel was asking for more help fron the SS to 


PS, whixh is Exhibit USA 225 and RF 68 
That is the rep rt of a ‘erence on the allocation of labor in 19, the lth 
of January, the minutes of which you wrote yourself, so that if anything you 
say is to be relied upon that is your report. You will see that at that confe- 
rence Hitler was there, Sauckel, Speer, Keitel, Filch, Himmler, 

A This was a new work progran for 194 in which I was cormissionned to 
inforn the proper offices, I took part in this only because it was a measure 
which covered a number of offices had to be made known to all of them, Otherwis. 
I nover would have participated in this at all, 

Q And in that conference Hitler said that Sauckel nust get at least an- 
other four million workers for the manpower pool, did he not? 

A That could be, The Fueh Sked =- demandcd == more of Sauckel than 
Sauckel though he could provide, 

Q And Sauckel said that whether he could co tr it depended primarily on 
what German enforcement agents Will be nade availeble: his project cannot be 


carried out with domestic enforccicnt agents, and thon your record goes on: 
71:30 
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The Reichsfuehrer SS explained that the nent ace p at h disposal 

re extronely few, but that he, that is to would try helping the 
Sauckel project to s ed by increasing them and working them harder. The 

immediately available 2,500 men from concentration canps 

for preparation in Vienna. That is to say, it is clear from that roport, is it 


he Ro 4 Q r a7 p ya S Fars ~ P 5. S € ar s be 4 r ~ r 
not, that Sauckel was see Rore he from the SS and that Hin Was Say- 


D 
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A There can be no doubt of it, but Sauckel did not wont to have 
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exclusively the SS in the countries in question, He wanted whatever help was 


necessary. In France, foar example, the fort commanders. 


Q There is a last document which I want to put to you on Sauckel. 


It is Exhibit 3819-PS, GB 306, a small pert of which was read into the record 
by Sir David Maxwell-Fyfe, That is a report from Sauckel to Hitler, dsted 17 


I 
March 1944. I take it that you probably saw a copy of that report, did yau not? 
A I œ not know, 
Q Just look at it, because it is most illumincting on the attitude of 


Sauckel toward the assistance of the and the German police, 


This is of the llth of July, 1944. I have one in my hand of u July 


THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Elwyn Jones, he is saying that he has in his 
hand a document of 11 July 1944. ' Cocument you referred to was 17 
March, was it 
Q Yes, 


atteched to it 


Q If you wiil turn to tl Cocument dated 
purposes, You remem ver that is your own report 
1544 on the question of 
opened that conference, 
I was always on neutral ground -t such conferences, 
What were you neutral cbout, witness? 
I had no office uncer ineg The other depertments had their departmental 
int crests. 
Q You were not being an honest broker between Sauckel and Himmler, wers 
you? 
I had no department urter me. md etforts to bring about 
a compromise between the Hitler coiis sort o ropie, and cisco under such 
circumstance it might have happend that . cid so betwean Hiwaier and Sauckel, 


Wh Ae ie 


re 
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I do not think that em be referred to as playing the honest broker, I wonted 
to mke efforts to bring these two together so thab it would be possil 
- inform the Fuehrer of such differences of opinion. 
Q Just look at the mamner in which youovened that conference, 
there—it is the secom sentence wider your name? 


` 


"He limited the theme of the discussion by saying that actually all 


Y 


m, 
$ 


ilities wuld be exemined by which the presont deficit of foreign manpower 
could be covered," 

Then you say in the next ovestion: 

"Tho primary consideration will have to remmin the solution of the 
question whether and in what form greater compulsion can be exercised to accept 
work in Germny." 

The operative word is, you know, "compulsion", 

A Here fermlc labor was vonsicered, the recuction of the 
also the work 

Q Just 

"In this 
the inadəquacy 
objectio wt SoMingthened on 


ca the other throush build pD the ind. ccnous acministrativ« 


exccutive. whoiker b increased 1% of tre W LGEU.. Of pä police or other 


you opened ths 
That is quite correct, Those were probiems that had to ke 
discussed, 
Q To ;roduce more forced labor end discover by what terrorizing by the 
police and what pressures by Ribbentrop the results could be achieved? That was 


a. 


the object of the conference, was it not? 


A No, that was not the object, We did cer how we might 


terrorize but how we could, through sume sort of off w action, get our hands 
on the lebor forces which we needed, Itis a mtter c sue se that there had to 
be some enforcenent agency behind this which did rot nevo we celien a terror. 
I could describe the situotion in France » for exomple, ‘me wrkers whom Smuctel 


had recruited were, becouse of the Fraich enforced labor law, brought to the 


roilvoad station by.the French government for transportation, 
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r 


Q Just answer my questions, will you? Y.u cre going on to a difforent 


micer, 


A I did not suggest terrorist measures, There must be saie enforcement 


agency in every state, and if one talks of compulsion, that is by no means 
terrorism or a crime, 


Q 


d 


I just draw your attention to the contribution of General Warlimont 


9 


in this discussion, where he s id that: 


"The troops employed in fighting partisans are to teke over, in addition, 


ah fe 


the task of nequiring manpower in the partisan ercas, Everyone who can not 
fully prove the purpose of his stay in these areas is to be seized for cibly." 


And you 


"On further inquiry by the Reich Minister, Dr, Lemmers,"--This is on page 


NE) 7 


10 of the Ecl sh record—"whether with the withdrawal of the troops in Italy 


the population suitable for recruiting cwld not be taken along, C ylonel Shs, 


plenipotentiary general for Italy, stated that Field Marshal Kessaring had 


oO 


} 1 


alresdy decreed that the population in a depth of 30 kilometers behind the front 
was to be captured," 
The whole emphasis of that conferénce was on th of force, was it not, 
ond the collaboration of the executive agencies of the to procure 


orced labor for the Reich? 


Yes, a certain coercion was to be applic: there car 


ary 
4 


ELWYN JONE There are only tw more 


which I feel that it is my cuty to 


Y 


Q On the question of the massacre of the dJewi. 


evidence before the ecjournnent that you had saved 200, 


Y 


Do you remember saying thet to the Tribunal? 
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A Yese 
~ You saved them from extermination, you meant, I take it? 
7 A Noe 
What did you say? 
A I saved them from evactation and from nothing elsee Subsequently 
I found out am aowl know that, as a matter of fact, I really saved them 
from extermination. 
< You know you have testified =- just a moment =- you have testi- 


fied to the Tribunal as to a conference which took place early in 1943 


PN 


where you were invited by the Reichssicherheitshauptamt to send a represeùh- 
tative to the conference dealing with the Jewish probleme Do you remember 
saying that to the Tribunal? 


a Yes, the matter was discussede 


a Tht was a famous conference which Eichmann presided over, do 


A That I b not know. I was not present. 


é The invitation to attend the conference, that came from Kalten- 


À “he invitation came from the RSHA. 

é Not from Kaltenbrunner personally? 

A No, tht I do not knowe 

vi And you.sent a representative to the conference, did you not? 

& A representative from me had to go there md he hed specific 
orders, which my State Secretary who was present will co:fizm, simply to 
listen and to take no attitude during the conference, because I wanted 
to reserve for nyself the right to communicate these things to the Fuehrer. 


: A Snetpryaetea by 
Was your representative at this conference instructed by you 


D 


to take no attitude? vas that what you sal 


: 3 taba j qe e cc qd t 
h He was specifically orčered to take no attitude, He could no 


Fy 
© 
H$ 
S 
= | 
Q 
ko 
G 
g 
er 
oO 


mice 5 > roacheda is cont 
at any rate because no decisions were reached by this cot 


. : . s Sera ho e SG i O 
was not to make any statemets on his own initiative because questions 


5 ? d a oe icate to the Fuehrer 
such as the Jewish question I myself wanted to communicate to t i ° 


For this reason, I instructed him not to take any attitudes 


J 


439 
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You sent Gottfried Bohle as your representative to that conference, 
did you not? 

I did not send him; my State Secretary sent him, am he was the 
competent man, 

Just answer my questions, >riefly, won't you? Gottfried Bohle 
made a report to you, did he not? 

I received a short reporte 

And did that report indicate to you thst Eichmann wasplanning 
extermination? 

No, there was nothing abou! that in this reporte We also knew 
nothing about that. At least, I cann.t remember that there was anything 
in it that woul? have induced me to take any action on my own parte 

: Yesterday you told tho Tribuml that concentration camps were 

not mentioned in the Reich budget. Do vou remember saying thet? 

I did not understand the question, 

Yesterday =- 

I did not read ite I do not know, 

Yesterday you told the Tribunal that nothing was mentioned in the 


Reich budget about concentration cause 


y 


4 


A I neither read nor found aiything on that subject. These finan - 

cial matters did not interest me much anyway e 

You are saying now that you do not know whether there were any 
references to concentration camps in the budget or mt? 

I could nut say for gure, I can not recall that the concentration 
camps were mentioned specifically ir the bud-et. 

oes i prise you to know that for the 1939 budget for the 
armed SS and concentration camps in the Ministry ofthe Interior budget, 


there was a sum of 104,000,000 marks and 21,000}000 marks set out as 


expenses for those objects? tid you know that? 


H0105 -0083 
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Ae I did not study this budget report in all its details. I didn't 
read these thines throurh; I was interested only in my immediate job as 


Reich Secretary. I didn't concern mvself with these things; I had no reason 


to e 


Qe Did you know that there were over 300 concentration.camps in Nazi 


Germany? 
lle 


How many did os head of the Reich Chancery, know of the existence 


I only ‘new of a fewe 
Only a fewe 
Three at the moste 
Are you solemnly, or 
But I did know tha 
Are you solemnly, on oath, saying to the Trinunal that you , in the 
very center of the web of Nazism, didn't know of the existence of more than 
three concentration camp: ? 
Yes, I do want to say so I didn't stand in the very midpoint of 
Nazism; I was simply administrative secre y he Fuehrere I didn't con- 
cern myself personally in these matters knew by name of about two or three 
concentration camps, and I alr hat the be a Lew others, but 
more I cannot say under oathe 
te I put it to you that you knew quite well of this rerime of terror 
but continued to serve in it until the last. Is th: 
What regime of terror are you talkin” about? > concentration camp 
Yi S, I knew 
But that didn't trovble your conscience, 
ade my suggestion to the Fuchrer about the 
concentration camps, and he excluded me from that question as early as 1934, 
hat s after I had made sugzestions to him on the subject, and he turned the 


mattor over to Himmler, Thereafter T had nothing whatsoever to do with cone 


centration camps except when complaints came to me, which I regarded as 


-7437- 
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complaints that were directed to the Fuehrer, and whenever it was possible 
I followed through on them and, to some extent, helped people oute 
You, of course, were an SS Oborgruppenfuchrer. Perhaps you didn't 
rocornize terror when you heard and saw it. 

A. Iwas SS Obercruppenfuchrer, which was an honorary rank, just as I 
said before was true for ErysseInquarte I had no office in the SS, I had no 
command, no troops, no nothings 

Qe And you profited considerably ==- you and your Nazi colleagues -- 
from this regime, did you not? You, as the Comptroller of the Reich 
Chancellery funds, ean probably assist us in that mattere 

What did I have encrmous? 
Fu ds, money, Reichsmarkse 
I had my salar 
And u were responsible for directing --- 
Not as an 
Reichschancellor you wore ri sponsible for distributing the 
among yoursclyves, were you not? 
in charge of the moneys of tho Fuchrer, and on his instructions 
I amde the parmonts thet he instructed me to make from those fundse I didn't 
allocate mone cre and there wherever I wanted to, 
You, as Reichschansellor, delivered a million Reichsmarks to Dre 


you not? 


Ag That wis a payment that the Fuchrer specifically approved for Dr. 


That had nothing to co with me personally. 


And Ribbentrop was another recipeint « million, was he not? 
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å yes, he received a million in two pasts, five hundred thousand 


was another iwillionaise, was he not? He retcived a mil 


received a payment to his «state, because the Fuchrcr renewed the ol 


3 + 


Prussian practice of giving landed estates to its generals, 


self recvived six hundred thousand marks, did you not? 


A I received six hundred thousand marks on my O5th dbirthcay, It 
p 


culated that this was a sum that had earned in performing previous functions 


2 T t 3 


for which I was not paid; and it : > to be considered that I had no private 


fortune. I was going to buy a litt house with this money. 


exhibit numbers of the docum, 


LoL D 


686=PS5 is UsA-30 


AIA ne I Ses 
3819-1 Dy was 
wh DDT’ 


<TR 
Lh FRBOLLDENL? 


figures that you gai 
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MR. ELWYN JONES: It is on page 1394 of the 1939 budget. For the 
purposes of the record, it :ill be @B-236. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank yous 

MRe ELWYN JONES: The prosecution will have an extract made from 
this vast volume, My Lord, fir the purposes of the court documents 
THE PRESIDENT: Very well, 
Colonel Pokrovsky, the Tribunal thought that there was only going 
to be one crossecxamination of the witnesses who were not defendants. 
COLONEL POKROVSKY: The Soviet Delegation wished to question the 
witness Lammerse It was suggested that the questioning be broken 
into two groups, that part of the questions be asked by the British 
Delegaticn, and the other part was supposed tc be asked by the 
Russian Delerations 

MR. ELWYN=JONES: If Your Lordship pleases-- 

THE PRESTDENT: Was this the one case that was mentioned? 

MRe ELWYN-JONES: This is the excepti nal case, My Lord, and the 
agreement was made before tlie new regime of cross-examination was 
introduced, My colleague, Colonel Pokrovsky, and I did agree to 
share the work, and there are very few matters which Colonel 
Pokrovsky has indicated which he desires to put, and that was in 
agreement between the prosecution, 

THE PRESIDENT; Very welle 

BY COLONEL POKROVSKY s 


Q: On the 6th of November 1945, you were interrogated by a represent- 


ative of the Soviet Prosecution, Do you remember this interrogaticn? 


A Yes, I do remember an interrogation by a representative 
Soviet prosecuti-n, 

Q You testified at the time that Hitler-- 

A Yes, 

Q You don't know what I am talking sbout, so don't hurry. 

Now, you testified that Hitler authorized you to render your help 
to Rosenberg. You remember that, do you not? 


A Yes, Rosenberg Was to toke over the politiéal work in connection 


~ih,h0~ 
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with Eastern problems. 

Q What was your help to Rosenberge 

A First, it consisted solely of my meeting with him, at which time 
he discussed the plans that he had for an administration that might eventually 
be introduced, The Fuehrer had asked him to concern himself with the question 
as to how, in the cas: of war with Russia, the ccuntry that might be occupied 
would be acministered, 

Q Witness, wait a moment. Wait. I didn't ask you what the Fuehrer 
asked Rosenberg to doe I am asking you, wht did the Fuchrer authorize or 
ask you to do? You told me, to help Rosenberg. In what particular form was 
your help to Rosenberg? Did you participate in the development -= wait a 
moment, please listen to my questicne Did you participate in working over 
a plan about the organization or the administration of pastern territories? 
Do you understand me? 

A I didnot take part in any expansion of the program of economic 
exploitaticn. 

Q I want you to take a look at a document which is under the 
number 1056-FS. Do you recall this document now? 

A I have to lcok at it first, 

Q Yes, that is the reason why it was given to yous 

A I don't seem to recognize this document, nor do I believe that 
it was drafted by myself. It is apparently a plan that Rosenberg flrew upe 

Q In other words, you state that you did not know anything, and 
you don't know anything at all about this document? 


A It is possible that osenberg gave me a copy of this plan, but 


at the moment I ¢eannot ascertain, with these 30 pages,whether I ever had it 


in r 1a nds c 
my hands o® note I don't know, 
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Q Yesterday you testificd before the Tribunal and your testimony was very 

iled, in regard to the question of organization plans for the administration 
Of Eastern territories. How cculd you give any truthful testimony if you didn't 
know anything at all about this basic ¢ cument? This particular cocument really 
defines and determines the structure of aduinistratio 1 territories which were 
under Rosenberg. o you understand me? 

A I can't judge what is corbeined in that document: I can't read through 
a document of thirty pages in just a Please let me have some tire 
withthe document so that I cen read it thrush. I do not 
thot I ever had this document in my hands, The organization in the K 
corried out by Rosenberg. simply cooperatec in a basic decree in which I 
gave Rosenberg the powers to act in the East. But with the plan itself, I had 
nothing to œ; nor was I irterested in it, 

Q If your memory has become so weak in renard to this document, then would 
you please be good enough to look at amther document? It is less than thirty 
pages long. Now, you will be shown a cocument si ged by you. 
the question of the Sovict jrisorers o: : cument USSR-361, 
one place mrked in this cocument, 
prisoners of war should be treate pr rat m other 
to be in charge of the Ministry of the Eastern Territoriec ave youfound the 
place? (There was 2 slight pause.) Witness Lamers, I an 
A TI haventt found the place yet, 

ot the second page. Yes, yes, inthe appendix, For 

convenience, the plece is marked with a pencil. 
A There is no marked ; ace in which I have before me now, There i 
marked passage in this cunicn 

TE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokr sho document I have — if it 
same one 8 in peragraphs. Might y.u refer him to the paragraph 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: Just a minute, 

The extract I have, unfortunately the paragra; 


excerpt I have, However, this place will be shom to 


(An aid indicated on the cocurnent in the witness 


This place is really marked with a pencil. 


74.4.2 
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Did you observe it? 

Yes, I have it. 

And now you have convinced yourself that it is 

Xos, tho Foreign Office — 

I an not asking you about that, I am interested in another pli~ ce where 

"ixeeytion from this me" =- Did you fird it? 

Yes, 

--"is the Sovict jrisoners of wa." ‘that is what I am interested in. 
--"who are under the charge of the Minister administering occupied territories, 
since in regord to them," md so forth, Did you find the place? 
A Yes, I have the placc, 

Q Did you sign this doewnmt? 

A TI did not sign this document, becuse these cre notes from the Foreign 
Office. I simply sigicd a lctior in which this remorendun of the Forel gn Office 
was sent by me to Minister Roscnberg, so that he could take note of it. 

Q Also, with a covering note, You also gent your letter — 

A In the covering note I say that I am aking an zti tude toward the 
memorandum on the part of the Foroi gm Office, "I herewith put you in 
cognizance of this memorandum! == 

In such a way, then, should I understand 

I did not draw up the memorandum myse.f, no.» 

Then do I understand you in this Way, bnet you actwlly substantiated 
the authenticity of this document, the docunnt that went through your hands? 

A I canit substantiate the auth nticity -- 

Q How couldn't you say it? You told us you were forwarding it; you 
gave this document end forwarded it to sonebo y clse, Did you send it to sore 
address? 


A I simed that document which accompanicd the docurent I was trensmitting, 


I simply informed R senberg of the attitude taken by the Foreign Office. Whether 


the document is authentic or not. I don't know. 
Q I amqvite satisfied with this QNnSwer. 


On the 8th of April, here in the Tribunal » you stated 
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solution of the Jewish problem Hitler turned over to Goering and 


and later on to Heidrich's success r, Kaltenbrunrere Now, I want 


ell us in what part Heidrich and Kalten>mnner 


pated in this solution of Jewish problems. 


I only knew that a Faehrer order was transmitted by Reich Marshal 


to the chief at that time ofthe RSHA? Heycriche This was further 


3" to the competence of Saltenbrunner. This order was cirected 
i: 


final sclution of the Jewish problem and it was known what was 


by that term, andin the subsequent period I made efforts on several 


ns to clarify what was really to he understo- Cc by this term of "final 


soluti I made an effort yesterday to explain that, but I wasn't al lowed 


tly clear in particular throu zh whom 


clarify the meani: 


At first I 


28Sures wer 


minute, Witness 


s Wait a minute. You said that Hitler 
subsequently Kaltenbrunner == charged them 
yourself to Goering in 
Jeydrich and to Kaltenbrumer? Did you address them with 
uesti.n which you told me =- 
net turn to those men, because f the cpinion 
transmitting a Puchrer order that I do not know anything 
in this =- 
Heydriche You didntt mention anything about Keitel. 
Kaltenbrunner yestereday, you 
se orders, as I have 


3 ji 4 > 
&rtain what sort these orders were, and I tume 


74.44: 
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and so you were not successful, 


I never saw any written order, however. 


vesterday. you 6214 i ini 
esteruay you said, "all except me" expressed their opinion 


O eure roblems Whn oma a thag 3 AY 1 
on Jewish problems. Who are Ùl those, a11 except me"? You remember 


t hat testimony yesterday 


A I testified yesterday that I hed Spoken to Himmler about this 


question anc that I reserved fomyself tre right to report on these matters 


to the Fuehrer. I then testified ves 


yesterday that I had had this talk with 


ho Wuehron ta an -hao Wia JAP rs s 
the Fuehrer but that the "uehrer was very difficult in these matters. I 


testified yosterc 


3 


ay that there were rumors about killings 


th: incdweaed ma + ee eee j = soe i 3 
that induced me tg investigates I also testified yesterday that these rumors, 


wo 


a T 171A sen taniy Wera y ains ‘ 
L coulc ascertain, were ¢ more than rumors, so there was 


AQ 


nothine else f- yi A OAD Rated : i : EF P 
line el for me to do but toO to the Fuchrer in this matter and to 


Hinmler, 


that 
Jewish probleme” Whe 


answer my question directly. 


time, so that you can 


it better, if necessary 


my esterday you said when you were 


d 


Jewish problem, "all except 


p 
tir attitude in regard to the 
Do you remember it mw? 
Under the word all" are to be included 


7 


Separtyments under them who were invited to this cone 


Mleremee in the RSHiyg the appropriate department heads 


defendants here ) were present e 


were present, This was merely a conference of 
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r You were present at the eonferaee in Hitler's quarters on the 


16th of duly, 191? You understand what conference I mean, don't you? 


That is, the one which was for the purpose of considering objectives of 


~ 


war against the USSR. 


T5 


Do you understand it now? 
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Was Keitel prosent at the conference? 


iether Keitel made any statements in regard to the 
objectives since the war with ihe USSR? 
I can't remenker his mentioning that subject, 
And did you stay until the end of the confercnee; were you present 
unti.l the ond? 
I assume I was thore until the end, 
And Keitel, too; and Keitel also stayed until the end? 
I cantt remember my nore today, I assume that he cid but it is 
possible that he left earlier, 
Q You cannot be positive about 
No, I emnot be corto 
Q n the 13th of October 1945, you wre interrogated by a Licut ennt 
Colonel. of the American Army and then you testified beforo that Rosenberg was 
a Minister of Afteirs of Eastern Territorics and he was appointed with 
personal wish of the Fuecirer, Do you remanbor this testimony? 
A I knowthat I testified on this subject, yese 
you testified, then, on the sane day, during the same 
that you cid not recommend Rosenberg for this post, since 
certcin objections in roga 


enberg's emndidacy? 


A These objections wore mde to Roseberg's enndidacy and there were 


misgivings on that subject, these misgivings being nourished by Bormann, 
‘ 3 a 


2 


Reichsleiter Bormann didnot want to have Rosenberg involved in these Eastern 
Say something chout your objections. vhat were your ow objections? 
At that time I submitted the question to the Fuchrer, whether such a 
was neccessary at ll for these Eastern questions in the case of war and 
thon whether Rosenberg had the organizational ability that would equip him 
for thi 
Q Afterwards, it was in April 1941? 


A Spring of 1941. 
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Q On orders of Reichsminister Rosenberg, on the 16th of August, 1941, 


forced labor was introduced, forced labor for the Jewish population of the Eastern 
regions, The population from 14 to 60 years of age, people of Jewish origin, had 
to porform forced labor, For refusal to wrk they were subject to be executed, 
Do you know about this order cr not? 

I did not know of it. I camot rec:ll it, 

Q Teko a look at this document and try and remenber, 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: Mr, President, this docmmt is printed on page D 
the socond part of Goeringts grecn file which was already submitted to the 
Tribunal under No. 348. 

BY COLONEL POKROVSK 
Q AlLright. We will let that go. Teke a look at another document. 
A I cannot recall evar hoving seen this documnt, 
memory will be somewhat better in regard to this documente 

THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Pokrovsky, in that Inst document that you were 
referring to, have these poragraphs of the ordinance been read into the record? 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: I wouldn't be quite positive about that, in regard to 
this question, whether this particular paragraph was read into the record, ALL 
of the second part of the green folder of Goering's was presented to the Tribunal 
in evidence end it was listed under USA 320, Exhibit USA 320, and tho next 
there, the nuber is 347. I think that inasmuch as the witness does not remember 
this document, wo sholl toch upon it when it will be needed more perhaps. 

Now, we will take care of something elses 
BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 

O Teke a look at the Fuchrer directive of the 29th of August 1941. This 

iont , of course, will be easy to remember, since your signature aprears on 
it, This is a directive in regard to the economic measures in the occupied 
Bastorn regions. 

COLONEL POKROVSKY: This docunent, your Honors, is also one of the 
dociments of the secoml pert of the green folder of Goering's, It is resented 
to the Tribunal in English, 

BY COLONEL POKROVSKY: 
Q Now, do you recognize this document? 
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ion of the 

Very well; 

directives 
Reich, 

vou this? 

As a 

sitel, Chi 


macht were invo 


participat 


isn’ 


apparently assumed that through this 


armed forces 


Ri 


H0105 -0096 


signed this documente These are measures taken on the 


ichsmarshal. 


and how do you explain the fact that Keitel wis signing 


like this one, thit Keitel was signing such orders of the 


case, not particularly of military significance? How do 


“hy should there be Signatures of Hitler, Keitel and Lammers? 


Muchrer decree, Fuchrer decrees were drawn up by me and 


ra) 


Ot S 


m i 
JA i) 


the OKY, signed these documents if eny interes to the 


lved, and also possibly Bormann signed such documents as 


not Bormann's sienature herce There is the 


Lammers e 


tel because this kad to do with occupation 


Keitel was responsible for all the laws 


Do you hear my question? Was the 


g? 


a 
7D, 


legal measures in oceunied territori: 


Sirnature th of his sirnature? 


PUrNOSE 


terested in this matter in some 


“Od 


way. 


better then anybody else about it <= all the more 


t quite clear why there was ar scessity of his sirnature 


is ignature.e. That is 


ture 


S 


decree interests of the 


touched upon. Keitel no doubt knows shout these things 


document yourself and you can very well for your- 


not touched in it. I have two more questions 


rank and uniform 


ut Seyss-Inquart received his 


mmander of 
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of a nol: 
f nol 


Reich, was 


about it, 


>ne draw a conclusion after this, that the title 


se uniform was really an honorary distinction in the 


Seyss-Inquart did not belong to the police tut to the general SS. 


police measures, wasn't that 


police authority. That is not correct. 
of the was rcallyqite a distinction in the Reich, 
his uniform as sort of reward for certain work he 


want to ask 


in the occupied 
arrested, 


swer that 


in rer 


strurele with th 


and that 


to 
this charre-- 
idently you misunderstood me. Va) a moment. Now, we are 
enbere but I am asking you what you know about the armed 
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forces, in regard to Keite application, about the fight against the 


lootine commandos of R berg Do you know anything at all about this or 
you know nothin-? 


No, I know nothing about that. 
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0105 -0099 


No, I know nothing about thet. 


All right, I am quite satisficc. 


further questions of the witness. 


+ 


In ordur to be acurate I understooa you to Say with reference 


Say 


thet document that ou were putting to the witness just now, of June,2 T 
r 5 > 3 


thet this document had no rvference to military authority. But paragraph 


"To achieve this end he { that is Gocring) may give direct orders to the 


respective military authorities in thc occupied territorics." 


Thorcforc, it is not accurate to sey that the document does not refer to 
military authority at all, 


T 
a 


su, pose that the Tribunal remembers the testimony 


undur which Keitel was sign- 


Girectives and genvral law He explained it by fact that all these 


und directives staff character, 


In this particular caso the gustion is in regard to the document 


importance and which really has g on military matters, 


TTT Te T ni want to 
LUCI L è L onL Wanu vO 


not accurate 


Prosecutor to 


clarify 


defend ant. KC itel 
stood in 


+ y 
eastern 


Did I undcr- 


rman translation was not entircly 


am not sure I understood the question but I understood the 


do not think it can be of very great inp- 


The witness was not able to answer the question, 


INT» Tt simpli Fewest Ste 
od LIS it Simply fivans bo 


at the Soviet Prosecutor wanted to say 


Lammers had been called to pro surtain things cand I have not asked 


he question regarding whi 2 was called to testify., It is fo 


ronson that this question cannot be grounds for re-direct cxamination and other- 


wo no guesticns to put to the witness, 
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PRESIDENT: do not think the Tribunal thinks that it is neccessary for 
o into that, You have covercd the ground fully in your cx: mination-in- 
pr. Nelte, Have you any other witnesses to call? 
Tomorrow morning I shall br finished in a helf hour. I have no f 

Wwitnesse 
THE TRIBUNAL (ur. Biddle): 

T would like to ash you two or three questions about the Reichscabinct, 
You said the first meeting wos on Januery 30, 1933 and the las 

re there any other meetings in 1937? 
the cabinet meeting re not replaced by any othep sort of meeting. 
T wid not ask you tha ould you listen? 


said there was a mecting in November, 1937. ere there any other meeting 


previously there were here were several cabinct mect§ngs, yes, not 
eclatively 
many would you say in 
A How many -- might have been five 

belicve there were many more 
know how many 

could also have been 

you know how many there 


al cabinut meetings, probably somewhat more, a large number in 1936 but 


ve ho questions t 


following 
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1ouneed the calling of any further wit- 


that is 


calling Halder as a witness, 


Rut this renunciation on 


of Helder was 
not call General Halder then 
matter will be 


vou have been re 


renew pour 


ould like to 


ssary through the 


will consider 


would still he 


hand. 
minute of the Tribunal'ts tim 


” 


f the Tribunal fo its 


discussion cf this rning e 


sẹ facts apropos 


reccived from Colonel Dostart the original transcript which was 
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handed to him by Dr. Thoma and it shows that there was a red line drawn in 


tho margin beside this passare which was translated and mimeographed and in- 
cluded in the document booke Dre Thoma this morning felt that he hac not 


5 


untorlined it and he also felt that there was ubdoubtedly a mistake in the 
translation an? Colonel Dostert tells us that there is no mistake in the trans; 
lation and that it was uncerlinede 

THT PRESIDENT: ‘ell now, Dr. Nelte, we should like to know what your 

sut General Vesthoff and Oberrruppenfuechrer ‘ielen, or somethine 

of that sorte You were riven the onportunity of calling those witnesses and 
we uncerstand you do not ce do Se 

DR. NELTE: & President, throurh the cross-examination it has been 
clarified in my mind that the Prosecution has abandoned the oripinal claim 
avainst Keitel, namely that ho issued the order that the fifty Royal Air Forc 
officers should be shote > Prose on has admitted that the charre cannot 
be substantiated. 

Sir David Maxwell«Fyfe broucht up four points in connection with this 
case ani inwhich he made that charze against the defendant Keitele He 
sresented these charges to the defendant and the defendant in connection with 


these four points admitted thome 
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Since I was going to call General Westhof only on the question of this 
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order of Keitel's, and to testify that he did not issue the order and 


he tid not translate it, I have no need to call hime However, Westhof 


was not present at the eonference at the Obersalzberg so knows nothing 
first-hand. I see no further necessity for calling this witness,» 

THR FRESINENTs Dre Nelte, you are to deeide whether you want to 
call him or note Unless Sir David has Baid that he has not issued sush an 
order, I think you can call him onthe ground that a charge was applied. 
The abandcnment of charges which Sir David brought up would be a good 
reason for not calling hime 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: My Lord, there is no abandonment of any 
charzee In fact, the Frosecution stands by what is stated, about General 
Westhof, about the statements which apply to Defendant Keitel, That 
is the stand of the Frosecution, The Proseceution stands by that as it 

ing ` 

‘Re NELTEs May I please ask whether the Proseqution wishes to assert 
that Gencral Westhof has testified that Keitel had issued this order or 
had transmitted it? 

THE GRESINENT: Drè Nelte, you have the document which contains an 
excerpt of General Vesthof'!s testiniony, You knew what he has said in @hat 
statements The Tribunal proposes to call General Westhof themselves, in 
order to hear his statements; whether he adheres to the statement, And 
also Wielen, whose evidence is principally against the Defendaht Kaltenbrunner, 

Re NELPE: Then I should also like to ask the Prosecution to produce 
the affidavit that General Westhof deposed on this matter, before the 
Tribunal so that it would be made clears 

THE IRESIDENÎ:; When you say affidavit, do you mean the statement? 

MRe NELTEs Nog I mean the affidavit, No wnsworn statement but a 
sworn statements So far, the Frosecution has dealt only with unsworn to 
protocols which Cole Williams required and received from the Defendant, 
and it is this affidavit wich I want, This affidavit states clearly 
Westhof's statement that he had sever stated that Keitel ever issued any 


order nor did he transmit ite 
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SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: I have no affidavite I havechecked with 


lr, Roberts sna we havemt got onee There were two interrogation, 


if my recollection is correct, one which was early and one on 2 November. 
There were two interrogations and apart from the reports of the interro- 
gations, one cf which I put in, they are in Dre Nelte'ts document book. 
I have no affidavit. If I had, I should produce it at once. I don't 
know where bre Nelte got the information, but ceftainly no affidavit 
has ever teen brought to my attentions, 

THE IRESITENT: The only thing the Tribunal can find is a statement 
made by General Vesthof and a certain gentleman whose name I have forgotten. 
Oh yes, Brigadier Scheppe The course which the Tribunal proposes to to 


call General Yesthof and to ask him whether his statement made in that docu- 


MAXWELL FYE: The [roesenution has not the slightest 


Marshall will have General Westhof and also 


at 10:00 o'tclocks 


The Tribunal wi 11 now adjourn. 


journed until 1000 hours, 10 April 19);6). 





